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Art. l—Family Worship. (No. 1.) 
Joshua xxiv. 15: “ But as for me and my house, we will serve the Lord.’ 


Tue circumstances under which these words were spoken by 
Joshua, are worthy of notice. Having conducted the tribes of Israel 
a triumph to the promised land, and distributed to each tribe its por- 
tion of the inheritance, we are told in the preceding chapter, that 
when he “ wared old and was stricken in age,’ he “called for all 
Israel, and for their elders, and for their heads, and for their 
judges, and for their officers.” And what was his object in calling 
‘together this vast assembly? Was it that he might recount in their 
presence the glorious achievements that had been performed by 
him, and receive from them acclarnations of applause? Was it that he 
might instruct them merely in the civil affairs of their infant com- 
monwealth? No; this good man had a higher, and holier object in 
view. It was to recount to them the wonderful works of God, and 
to give them a farewell exhortation to devote themselves wholly to 
his service. Who can read this, and the preeed ng chapter, without 
admiring the fervent, yet unostentatious piety of this aged servant of 
the Lord? How urgently does he press upon them the claims of Je- 
hovah to their love and service; and when narrating the glorious tri- 
umphs that had attended their march into the land of promise, how 
careful is he to withhold himself from their minds as the object ot 
their gratitude, and to ascribe the glory of their victories wholly to 
Jehovah! “Ye have seen all that the Lord your God hath done unto 
all these nations because of you: for the Lord your God is He that 
hath fought for you.” This idea he repeats again and again in the 
sume chapter, and in this chapter he addresses them in the name of 
4chovah, as though he himself had had no instrumentality in the eon- 
quest of their enemies: and it may be observed that he is equally 
careful to withhold from them the praise of their victories. He 
would no more flatter their pride, than he would exalt himself; and, 
therefore, he declares to them in the 12th verse, that it was “not with 
their sword, nor with their bow,’’ that they had overcome their ene- 
mes. Having taken a review of the wonderful dealings of God to- 
wards them, and referred them to the rich inheritance which God 
ad given them,—to the land for which they laboured not,—cities 
which they built not—vineyards and oliveyards which they planted 
not,—he solemnly enjoins upon them the duty of serving the Lord. 
“ow, therefore, fear the Lord, and serve him in sincerity and in 


inth, and put away the gods which your fathers served on the other 
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side of the flood, and in Egypt; and serve ye the Lord.” A fier y 
e injunction upon all to serve the Lord, fearing that there 


might 
some before him whose hearts were averse to this service. he ha ; C 
‘ ly appeals to them, if any such there were (as, alas! there sites « 
doubt m: ny ) to choose, that d: Ly, between the service of the true (io 
j and the service of false gods. —* And if it seem evil unto you to « y 
¢ the Lord, choose you this day whom ye will serve; whether tly 

‘ss . which your fathers served, that were on the other side of th: “ 
val i or the vods of the Amorites, in whose land ye dwell.” Ly 


to them the service of the great God, who had led them y 
own arm from the land of bondage——who had fought for 



















overcome all their enemies,—and blessed them abundantly, 
service of those gods which could not hear, nor see, nor save -— 
calls upon them to make a final choice. But he assures them 
whatever their choice might be, his ehoice was already made, « \, 
for me and my house, we will serve the Lord.”? Her re you w 
serve that Joshua not only declares that he himself would 
lord, but also that his house should serve him; that is his hor 
his wile, children, and servants. Now we cannot Suppos 
Joshua had any power over the hearts of the members of his } 
hold. It is the provinee of Almighty God alone to change thy 
What then does he mean when he declares that his house 
serve him? He could mean nothing else, but that they should \y oF 
up the formal and outward worship. of God. Although he | 
power over their hearts so that he could cause them to r rahe (} 
‘ spiritual service, yet he had, as the absolute governor of his tu 
authority and power to enforce the oufwourd act of Worship; al 
authority and power he here resolves to exercise, know) 








was the means which God had appointed, and in the use of whi Vs 
could look to him for his blessing. ea 

Brethren, you have on a late occasion made a penning and, I tres vho 
a deliberate and sineere choice whom you would serve. This « the 
sion has been in favour of the living and true God. Wi ith sor the 





you this choice was made publicly for the first time, with oth 
was the renewal of a choice previously made. In accordance v 
this choice, I called your attention, formerly, to the duty 
walking with that God ‘whom you have chosen as your God. | 
need I remind you that the obligations which you came under, | 
you, not only to serve him yourselves, but also with your hous 
Surely you have not made this choice as you should have dont 
less each of you has said with Joshua, « As for me and my hou 
will serve the Lord.” 

The subject, then, to which we propose to eall your att tion, 
of family religion and family worship. It is a subject in w! 
feel a deep interest being fully persu: aded that we can never hav 


true revival of religion in the church until Christians are broug 


to the practice of family religion and family worship. The gr 
which we have for this persuasion, you will discover in the « 
of our remarks. These remarks have been prine ipally suggested 
a treatise on this subject by the learned and pious John Howe:— 
treatise from which we have not been ashamed to borrow freely. ° 
it is not our object to present what is new, but what may be proliiad 
In the farther prosecution of this subject we shail, 
I. Make a few preparatory remarks, and 
ist. We observe, that the obligation of worshipping God int! 
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y presupposes an obligation to worship him in secret. This, 


_will not be denied. The relation which we sustain to 
polures is the foundation ot il] oLner relations. and the for- 


other relations can never take away this original and fun- 


lation:—and, consequen ne obligations that arise from 


tion of other obliga- 


"or ‘ 
ese obpiigations 


es must 


re nh. As every mem- 


listinet creature, retains his 
ll the various rel e, so must he 
ligations which are as an 
hus. in these words of Joshu ‘isa recog- 
! obligation. Ile does not say. As for mv house 
Lord, but, “As for 22e and m: 


ae 


v house, we will serve 
individual, and in addi- 
his house should serve him. You are 
‘which you render to God in a family ea- 
‘obiigation to serve him in an indi- 


i 


uld serve the Lord ; 


ha 


vou to bear in mind that it is to such 

lually, that we shall address ourselves on the 

To prayerless persons we have nothing 

oeeasion, but to rep ‘at the words of our Lord. 

et: and when thou hast shut thy door, pray to 

-who is in seeret; and thy Father who seeth in secret, shall 
openiyv. 


ind, We include in the term family, all the members of the same 
sehold, whether transient or permanent. It is true that the 
iral relation existing between the members of the same family, 
ys a foundation of obligation for family worship, yet it will by no 
ins follow from this, that there is no obligation resting upon those 











0 may not be natural members of the family; for there are many 
her considerations, besides that of relationship, that bind us to 
‘duty of family worship. And these considerations, in so far 
they ‘are applicable to persons dwelling together in the same house, 
pose upon them the same obligations. Now, there may, perhaps, 
some present, who are living in families of which they are not 
turally members. Such persons, we would remark, are included in 
word fami/y as used by us. And we shall consider such persons 
ior } 


inder the same oblieations to engage in the worship of God, 
observed in families where they are residing, and to exert thei 
to secure its observance where it has not been observed. 
we consider the head of such a family as much authorized to 


} if 


its observanee on the part of such persons, as if they were na- 


nee 


embers of the family: they are members of the same house- 
l: and the resolution of Joshua was, that he and his Aowse should 


the Lord.”’ 
= 














We observe that the silence of the scriptures respecting the cir- 
slantials of any duty, is not sufjicient to absolve us from the perform- 
eof that duiy, when its substance is enjoined. For instance, if it be 





irom the scriptures that family worship is a duty, then we are 
liberty to omit it, because we are not told precisely how often 
should worship God, or at what particular time, whether before 

t breakfast, or, if we may not be able to sing with a melodious 
voce, whether this circumstance will justify its omission or not. Now, 
ve say that ignorance respecting the particular circumstances in which 


tat 
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a duty should be performed, will not render iis performance the ke 
binding, where the substance of the duty is plainly revealed, kor 
ing to this principle we should not perform any outward duty a 
cause there is no duty which we perform in which eyery i 
stanee connected with it is mentioned in the scriptures, "Nay: 
cording to this principle we should never love God, because we oy 
not told how often in the day our minds should be engaged jn seta 
love, and how long our minds should be in this state at a time. 
4th. We observe, that where the substance of a duty is enjoined in 
scriplures, or is apparent from reason, the cireumstantials are to be rey. 
lated by our own understanding. It is given to us in the 112th Pealn 
as characteristic of the good man, that he orders his affairs with i 
eretion. Now, this discretion is to be exercised about the cireyp. 
stantials of spiritual duties, as well as temporal duties, and we ap 
under the same obligation to exercise this diseretion, as we ay 
perform the duty itself; for the one is included in the other. f, 
instance, if we are satisfied that family worship is a duty, then yw 
are bound to study in the performance of that duty every cireumstayo 
that will most contribute to the edification of those who are engaged 
in it. : 
5th. General rules must be understood as including particular cases 
When we find such a rule in the scriptures, we are under the sane 
obligation to apply it to all those cases, which naturally or inferentially 
come under it, as if such cases were particularly specified. — It is noi 
necessary that a duty should be enjoined in the scriptures in so many 
words, to render it binding. All that is necessary is that the gene- 
ral rule there laid down, by which spiritual duties are enjoined, in- 
cludes in it the particular duty. The Bible is addressed to us 3s 
intelligent beings: it supposes us to be possessed of understanding and 
reason, and it requires us to exercise these faculties. Whatever then, 
is fairly deducible from the scriptures, is as binding upon us as if i 


he- 
im- 


a- 


the 


were commanded in express words; for there is scarcely any duty, 
respecting which, the circumstances of ime, place, and situation, an 
particularly speeified; and, consequently, if this were a sufficient c:- 
cuse for neglect of duty, there are few, if any duties, which would \ 
performed. These remarks we have made in anticipation of an ol- 
jection that is often urged against the arguments which are adduced 
to prove that obligations are resting upon Christians to keep up 1! 
worship of God in their families. 

Having made these few remarks, we shall endeavour 

Il. To prove the duty of family worship. And here we shai 
apply to two sources of proof; the law of nature, and the written law 
Let it not be supposed that we appeal to the law of nature becaus 
we deem the written law insufficient to establish this duty. By no 
means. We believe the duty is plainly taught there. But we ap- 
peal to this law, that those who neglect it, may see that they are cot 
demned by a twofold law; and that the very heathen will rise \p 
in judgment against them. Nor are we to disregard the law o! 1 
ture. It is stamped with the same authority as the written law; and 
where it speaks plainly its voice is to be heard with the same alter: 
tion. By what other than this law was it that mankind were g 
verned for more than two thousand years? And are we to suppe 
that there was no sin in the world before the delivery of the law 0 
Sinai? Surely not. Nor are we to suppose that this law of natur 
was repealed by the written law. It still possesses the same autho- 
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ot still obligates us to the same duties. The written law sup- 

. to whom it is given to be in possession of the law of nature. 

_ the , apostle, in his epistle to the Corinthians, appeals to their 
rstanding and reason for the confirmation of what he declared to 

«1 speak,” says he, “as to wise men, judge ye what J say.’ 

n brethren, as such, that I would address you on this subject; 
chile ~ appe ‘al to the law that is written upon your own hearts, for 
the proof of this duty. And this obligation appears, 

= From the in fi: nite excellence of Jehovah, as an object of 
worship. If you refer to Nehemiah ix. 5, you will find that it is 
ed. that the glorious name of Jehovah is “exalted above all 
essing and praise.’”” From this, then, it plainly appears, that our 
raises ean never be in proportion to the divine excellence. Though 
we were to praise him with all our hearts, and though our time were 
tinually employed in his praises, he would still be exalted above 
them; for his excellence is infinite, while our praises are but finite. 
ut what are we to infer from this? Is it that we are not to praise and 
ss God at all? surely not. But we infer that we are to praise and 
bless him. aceording to the measure of our capacity. ‘The infinitude 
of his exeellenee ealls for the most exalted praises of which we are 
capable, in every capacity in which we may exist; if in every capacity, 
in the family capacity. Let us suppose, then, that vou have 
rvoured to the utmost of your capacity to worship God in the 
closet, and in the sanctuary. Has your homage, per mit me to ask you, 
1 in proportion to the exce ‘lenee of that being who is the object 
this homage? Surely not. He is exalted above all blessing and 
‘ise, Are you not bound, then, to add to these praises which you 
endered to God in the closet, and in the sanctuary, those of 
‘family? for until you do so your praises are not according to 
city. Now, does not the light of nature reveal the great 
1 in the character of a most excellent being, and are you 
by this light, that that being ought to be worshipped in 

1 fumily capacity? 
reasonableness ¢ f this duly may | be cleagl Yy seen Jrom 
nilene of fumilt 8S, Us SHON, UPON God. We are all de- 

t upon God for our 19 lividu: ‘xistenee 
we, and have our being; and « not this indi 

upon God, lay a foundati for individual 
D lent up yn him only | r individual e 


~ 


tthe same God who preserves tie being of a husband, pr 


tion of a —_— and does not the same God who pr serves a 
a wi ', preserve the relation of a wife? and so of parents 

vd chil ‘nag co if our dependence upon God as individuals calls 
iomage and praise, surely our dependence upon him as husband 
il wife. pare nt and child, master and servant,e alls for the same, and, 
efore, there is an obligation resting on those who are the heads of 
ilies, to render to God in a family capacity the homage and praise 

hare due unto him. 
il. The obligation to worship God in the family appears from 
wnature of man, as a social being. None will deny that the wor- 
“up rendered by a creature must be accerding to the nature of that 
suppos creature, Man, then, being possessed of a social nature, his w orship 
law ot nust also be social. But here we m: iy be told, that the public w orship 
nature 0 God in the s sanctuary is answerable to this; and that therefore fam). 
_ autho- y Worship is not required, ‘T’o this it may be replied, that the relation 
37* 
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of a family is the first relation in which man exists as a social beip,. 
indeed, the relation itself is prior, in the order of nature, to all ot}, 
relations, and, therefore, has prior obligations. Our first parents ecu, 
worship God, as social beings, in no other way than in a family ¢. 
pacity, and can we suppose that the obligation to worship him | 
this way could cease by the adventitious formation of societies, « 
long as the natural qualities which gave rise to this obligation wo id 
continue? By no means; the very nature of man, then, as a soci, 
being, shows the duty of family worship. | 
4th. The obligation to worship God in a family capacity appears 
from the fact that families are of Divine constitution. The tani), 
relation, brethren, is a disdinct relation, established by the God of pj. 
ture. It is “He who setteth the solitary in families,’’ and, therefore, 
to him is due the worship of families. But how can this debt be paid in 
any other capacity than a family capacity? It cannot be paid, nor will 
the payment be accepted by God, in any other way. Families an 
moral persons; and as such stand in a distinct moral relation to God,and 
therefore owe him distinct homage; and we might as well suppose the 
the worship which one individual renders to God, will be reckoned to 
another, as to suppose that the worship of the individuals who com. 
pose the family, otlered in an individual capacity, will be reckoned: 
the family as such. Is there not honour due from the members oi: 
family to the head, as the head of the family? but God says, «If I by 
a father, where is my honour, and if I be a master, where is my fear?” 
He claims to be the Founder and Preserver of all the families of th 
earth, and, therefore, he claims from them that homage which is his 
due. 
5th. We infer the duty of fumily worship from the great desigi 
for which families were instituted. And what was this design’ 
Was it merely that the earth should be inhabited? No, it was tha 
his name and his praise might be preserved, and transmitted fro: 
age to age. If this was the original design of the conjugal relation, 
it will certainly appear that it was the design of the family relatio 
for the former is the foundation of the latter; and that such was th 
design of the conjugal relation, is evident from Malachi ii. 15: “1 
he not make one?’’ that is, one for one, or one couple, * Yet ha 
he the residue of the Spirit,’ that is, to impart life to others, had !i 
heen so pleased, “ And wherefore one?’’ “that he might seck a go’: 
ly seed.” From this, then, it plainly appears, that the design of (o., 
in separating mankind into distinct families, was, that they might 
nurseries of religion: this was the original design of their formation. 
He could, for he had “the residue of the Spirit,’ have created ten 
thousand human beings; but he would create but one couple, that he 
might have “a godly seed.’ Now, are we not to infer the duty « { fa. 
mily worship from this express design? Can we suppose that th 
formation of mankind into families was designed by the God of n- 
ture for the promotion of godliness, and yet God is not to be acknow- 
ledged in families, by regular acts of worship? The supposition 's 
absurd in the highest degree. Are there any in this house who 
not worship God in their families? ‘To such persons we would sty, 
you are acting in direet opposition to the end for which families 
were instituted, and you have no ground to expect the blessing 0! 
God upon your families; you have no right to expect piety in your 
children, and the eternal salvation of their souls. ae” 
6th. The duly of family worship appears from the relation y 
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the several parts of the family to each other. We have seen, that 
the relation which families, as distinct societies, sustain to God, obli- 
sates to family worship. But not only does this obligation arise from 
the relation which the family, as a moral person, sustains to God, 
but also from the relation in which they stand to one another. There 
is a mutual connexion between the several parts of this moral per- 
son; and does not this connexion lay a foundation for family reli- 
cion? Does the family, as a whole, enjoy the favour and protection 
ofan indulgent Providence? Should not the gratitude of all be ex- 
pressed? Or, is any member of the family blessed with prosperity, 
und shall not all the members of the family rejoice in it, and unite 
in offering up the sacrifice of praise and thanksgiving to the God 
of families for his mercies? But where is the family who has not 
vround for praise and thanksgiving? Is not the very relation itself 
4 blessing, as we have seen? And so long as this relation lasts, so 
jong should the kindness of God meet with our thankful acknowledg- 
ments. The blessings of God, then, to the family, or to any of its 
members, call for gratitude and praise. But are there no family bless- 
ings to be invoked? Are not the constant favour and watchful 
guardianship of the God of families ever needed? and, if needed, can 
they be looked for without prayer and supplication? How many 
sins against God are daily committed in the family, and are not 
these sins to be confessed? How often are members of families 
chargeable with treating one another unkindly, or with leading one 
another into sin by an evil example or advice; and are not these 
things to be acknowledged, and a pardon to be pleaded by the fa- 
mily as such, ata throne of grace? But in addition to those grounds 
ot family worship, which are common to every family, there are 
any families who have trials and temptations and afflictions, that 
are peculiar to themselves : now all these peculiarites present special 
calls to the performance of this duty. 

7th. The obligation upon heads of families to keep up the wor- 
ship of God in their families, appears from the fact, that their 
families are sacred trusts committed by God to their care. Chil- 
dren, we are told, are “the heritage of the Lord :’ and shall we not 
infer that the great Proprietor, who has given this heritage, will re- 
quire its cultivation? Yes, parents, the responsibility of that re- 
lation in which you stand to your children is great indeed. Re- 
member that the eternal interests of their souls are committed to 
your care; God has given you absolute power over them, and, think 
you, does he not require you to exercise it in such a way as shall 
most promote his glory, and their everlasting good? And can you 
exercise it in this way without keeping up regularly the worship 
of God in the family of which he has made you the head and guar- 
dian? If you, then, believing husbands, have any regard for the 
important trust that has been committed to you as heads of fami- 
es;—if you desire that she whom you have vowed to love should 
ve a partaker with you of the grace of life ;—believing wife, if you 
desire that he upon whom you have set your tenderest affections 
should be brought to a saving interest in Christ ;—parents, if you 
would have those children whom God has given you, to be trans- 
ated into the “kingdom of God’s dear Son;’?—masters, if you 
ave love for the souls of your servants, and if you would not bring 
upon you the blood of their souls, let me exhort you, let me beseech 
you, to endeavour, to the utmost of your capacity, to maintain the 
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worship of God in your families. Such are some of the payic 
grounds upon which we would found the duty of family mana 
You will observe that we have not appealed to the scriptures ae, 
for proof ;—we have reserved this for another occasion, as the x 
ture proofs to which we wish to call your attention are so abundan 
that our time would not permit us to give them, at present, a ;, 
examination, 

We have considered the character of God as the most excelley;, 
all beings, and, consequently, the most worthy of all praise in cy 
capacity in which it is possible for man to exist,—we have refer 
you to that dependence which we have upon God as families —; 
the social! nature of man,—to the divine constitutionality of {) 
lies,—to the great design for which they were instituted,—to the ».. 
lation which the several parts of a family sustain to each othey— 
and, in fine, we have adverted to the relation which the head ef y, 
family sustains to all its members, as their trustee. Do not thes 
considerations show us clearly the obligation resting upon every |) 
of a family to say with Joshua, “ As tor me and my house, we y 
serve the Lord?” If there were nothing in the scriptures or the sy). 
ject, would not such a resolution appear to be highly reasonal\e: 
What, then, brethren, are we to think of those who neglect the wey. 
ship of God in their families,—shall we call them Christians? Aj, 
1 know not how they can sustain the character. I do not wish 
pronounce sentence upon any man, but how will such a characte 
stand the test of that law, which is written upon their own hearts’ 
How will that family, where the worship of God has never been , 
served, compare with the families of the poor heathen, upon w| 
darkened souls the Bible has never shed its heavenly and divi 
light? Will not these children of nature rise up in judgment, 
condemn professing Christians; for, though their gods were idols 
yet we find that they had their household gods, which they 
Lares, and Penales. Such were, no doubi, the gods that wer 
away by the daughter of Laban; and such were, no doubt, the « 
image, the ephoa, terraphim, and the molten image, that were in 
house of Micah. ‘These domestic gods are to be found in the i 
of all modern Pagans of whom we have heard. Not only 
these deluded heathen gods which they publicly adore, but « 
mily has its own deity, to which domeséie adoration is paid. Now, 
shall the degraded son of nature, who worships stocks and stones, hav 
his household god, and shall the worshipper of the living and true 
God be without his? Does not the voice of nature ery out agains 
it? Their family religion, it is true, is an idolatrous religion, but, 
though idolatrous, it shows us that family religion is the dictate ( 
reason and nature,—as the worship of idols shows us, that the idea 
of God is natural to man, and not the result of revelation. Wit! 
these few remarks we shall dismiss the subject for the presen, 
hoping that you will lay the things which you have heard serious 
ly to heart;—and that you, who are heads of families, and who have 
hitherto neglected this duty, will do so no more? but resolve, 1" 
dependence upon divine grace, with Joshua of old, “As for me and 
my house, we will serve the Lord.” 





(To be continued.) 





SERMON OF THE REV. THOMAS HAMILTON. 


Art. IL—@ Sermon of the Rev. Thomas Hamilton. 
Heb. x. 31: “It is a fearful thing to fall into the hands of the living God.” 


Turs proposition, so replete with terror, stands in an epistle, of 
vhieh the design was to display the glories of the gospel. It is found 
in the practical part of that epistle, where the object of the inspired 
correspondent of the Hebrews was, to enforce the improvement of the 
-iches of divine grace; which teaches us that the heralds of the cross, 
by making known the terrors of the Lord, are to persuade men, that 
: js no less their duty to discharge the artillery of heaven, than to 
blow the gospel trumpet; to direct them to listen to the thunders, and 
contemplate the flames of Sinai, as well as to invite them to come to 
mount Zion, the eity of the living God, to Jesus the mediator of the 
covenant, and the blood of sprinkling. He, into whose lips grace 
was poured, who was anointed to proclaim glad tidings to the meek, 
sometimes spoke in legal thunders. He proclaimed, not only the ac- 
ceptable year of the Lord, but the day of vengeance of our God. It 
was he, who said to the scribes and pharisees, “ Ye serpents, ye gene- 
ration of vipers, how can ye escape the damnation of hell??? The 
unquenchable fire and gnawing worm are repeated thrice in the com- 
pass of six verses. Fear is a most powerful spring of action, and 
though its influence in religion is not to be supreme, yet it is proper 
to indulge it toa certain degree. Let sinners therefore in Zion be 
afraid, let fearfulness surprise the hypocrites. “Let us all fear, lest 
a promise being left us of entering into rest, any of us should seem to 
come short of it through unbelief.” The apostle having explained 
the excellency of the Christian profession, from its nature, author, 
and privileges, exhorts the Hebrews, in this chapter, to hold it fast: 
verse 23: “ Let us hold fast the profession of our faith, without wa- 
vering.”” He enforces steadfastness in the faith, from the consideration 
of the awful judgment which would overtake apostates, verse 26, 27: 
he shows that their punishment would be in proportion to the ex- 
cellency of the privileges despised, and the glory of the mysteries re- 
nounced. And to show that he was not uttering idle things, he cites 
the words of the God of vengeance himself, verse 30; as an inference, 
then, from the whole, he makes the declaration, “It is a fearful 
thing to fall into the hands of the living God.’’ By the hand of 
God, we are to understand, sometimes, his authority; hence the pro- 
mises of the Father, concerning his Son. “His arm shall rule for 
tum; I will set his hand in the sea, his right hand in the rivers.’’ 
Sometimes the hand of God denotes his merey: Zech, xiii. 7: “And I 
will turn mine hand upon the little ones;” that is, his hand of merey 
would be extended to those whom Christ represented, when the 
sword of justice was sheathed in his bowels. Sometimes it denotes 
iis power. “The Lord hath sworn by his right hand, and by the 
am of his strength;’’ “ Awake, awake, put on strength, O arm of the 
Lord;” and sometimes it denotes the vengeance of God, or an exer- 
ton of his power, to execute the dictates of his justice, as in the text. 
Itis proper to remark, that most generally, when the justice of God 
's intended, the hands of God are spoken of. Sometimes temporal 
judgments, as immediately inflicted by God, are denoted by his hands. 
“Let us fall,”’ said David, “into the hands of the Lord, and not into 
the hands of man.’’? Sometimes, spiritual and eternal judgments are 
‘tended, as in the awful declaration under consideration. By falling 
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“into the hands of the Lord,’’ we are to unde rstand, subjection t 
vengeance. To be “hid in the hollow of’? God’s “hand.” 
joy his protection. ‘To be “ gathered in his arms”’ as a shep 
to enjoy his love, sympathy, and fellowship. But to fall ; 
hands is to be * punished with everlasting destruction from his yy. 
sence, and the glory of his power.’ It is proposed to make %. 
observations concerning * falling into the hands of the living (, 
and then prove the truth of the proposition, that “ it is a fearful 

to fall into his hands.”’ 

I. It is proposed to speak about « falling into the hands of ; 
living God; and I shall take notice of the iport, the time, and: 
necessity of impenitent sinners “ falling into the hands of God,” 

It imports that God is their enemy. Man, at his creation, 
he possessed the divine image, and was obedient to the divine y 
was the object of the divine favour. But having lost the image ; 
rebelled against the authority of God, he has rendered himself , 
noxious to his vengeance. “God is angry with the wicked every 
day.’ “Ile hates all the workers of iniquity.”’ His soul Joathy 
them, considered as polluted, and burns with indignation against them, 
considered as guilty creatures. This abhorrence and displeasure floy 
from the purity and justice of his nature. He must cease to be wha 
he is, before he can be pleased with them. It implies that he has 
proclaimed his displeasure. He is actually at war with them. T) 
threatenings of his word; the frowns of his Providence: the reproo!s 
of his deputy in their souls, namely, conscience, are evidences of his 
hatred. But ah, notwithstanding, they often presume upon his re- 
conciliation with them; they put an erroneous construction upon thy 
language of his law and of his providence; they speak peace to then: 
selves, when God says “there is no peace to the wicked.” It im. 
ports that he is a vigi/ant as well as an avowed enemy. Thoug! 
he may permit them to carry on a warfare with him, yet his ey 
is fixed on them for evil. He is waiting until that time shall come, 
which will render their falling into his hands most for his glor 
They may imagine that he is unobservant, “The Lord seeth not,” 
«The Lord hath forsaken the earth.’”’ But let them know, that “his 
eyes run to and fro through the whole earth, beholding the evil « 
well as the good;’’ “ his presence fills heaven and earth,” he observes 
all their doings and their movements. He hears all their idle, vain, 
and blasphemous words. He perceives all the emotions of they 
hearts; the secret ebullitions of pride, enmity, and rebellion. It im- 
ports that he is a fierce enemy; his vigilance over his enemies |s' 
vigilance of the lion and the leopard. Hos. xiii. 7, 8, “ Therelore. 
I will be unto them as a lion; and as a leopard, by thes way, so WI ill | 
observe them:’’ the eve which observes them, flashes with anger. 
nothing prevents him from swallowing them in his wrath, bet | his 
long-suffering patie nee. It imports that he is a wise and active 
my; his enemies do not fall into his hands by chance, as sometime 
one enemy falls into the hands of another; but they fall into his 
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hands in virtue of his wisdom and power. He is wise in heart. 


and mighty in strength; who hath hardened himself against him an 
prosperec d2” T hough his enemies may go on in rebellion against hin 
for a great while, yet God so overrules and controls them, that the} 
will undoubtedly fall into his hands at last. 


2. When do sinners fall into the hands of God? 


ist. At their birth. They “are conceived in sin, and_ brought! 


Jn 
ud g 
ind 1 


im. 


tuse t 


bey 
r up 


passiy 


3r¢ 


tertal 


f div 





SERMON OF THE REV. THOMAS HAMILTON. 443 


forth in iniquity. * They come into the world under the imputation 
“¢ the sin of their fec feral head and natural stock, Adam. Hence, 
of k ft n fall from the womb and the cradle, into the hands of God. 
In life. Sometimes they feel,ina certain degree, the vindic- 
ive g ae of God’s hands in this world. hey are rendered terrors 
., themselves and to all around them. Ass saints experience the joys 
¢ heaven, on earth, so reprobate s sometimes feel the pains of hell, 
he - they reach the abodes of everlasting darkness. Witness Cain, 
er is, and others. 
At death. Then they fall more fully into the hands of God. 
eir birth they are exposed to his hands. In life, the ‘vy sometimes 
strokes which deeply wound their spirits; but at death they fall 
to his han ds: they are cast into hell; they are “ driven away in ‘their 
\ — ss:”’ they are “ punished with e verlasting destruction.’ 
| At the last di iy: then their whole persons will fall into his hand. 
\t . ath their souls will fall into his hands, but at the great day 
‘heir bodies as well as their souls shall feel its stroke. The body 
; r was born, died, and mouldered in the grave under the sentence 
the divine law, will now be subjected to the full execution of it: 
\d the soul, now united to the body, will feel more sensibly the pres- 
gure of God’s avenging hand. 
. Through eternity: as there will be an endless progression in 
sinning, so will there be in suffering: conse que ntly, , Sinners will be 
ever falling “into the hands of the living God.” The gr: isp of 
s hands will become closer, and their weight heavier tl hrough eter- 
ity. 
3. There is an absolute necessity that impenitent sinners should 
of . into the hands of the living God.’’ 
t. For the satisfaction of Divine justice. Sin is a debt, the punish- 
rent ot itis a payment of the debt: this payment the justice of God 
nands from all sinners, or from their surety. 
id. For the honour of his divine majes “God is a great God, 
{great king, exalted above all gods: my is clothed with honour 
nd majesty,’ notwithstanding sinners do not reverence and fear 
im. He issues commands and denounces threate nings; but the "y re- 
use to obey or to fear. Now he is determined, that if the 'y will not 
bey him, the ‘y Shall fear him. He will be glorified either by them, 
upon them; if they will not honour him ac tively, they sh: all do it 
passively. 
ind. For the conviction of sinners. In this life they are often en- 
taining and indulging doubts concerning the truth and import: ince 
divine things: they would now fondly hope that there is no God; 
the Bible is false, and that there is no future state of retribution. 
'y convinee them, therefore, of these truths, they shall « fall 
hands of the living God.”? ‘They shall not be left to doubt 
hether there be a God, and whether the threatenings of his word 
“all be realized or not; whether the representations which ministers 
of the torments of hell, are true or not; whether the soul be va- 
, or an interest in Christ important, and nece ssary; whether sin 
in ; ieeaiion hitter thing, and all the pursuits and pleasures of 
. world vain. All the doubts which they cherished concerning 
¢ points will be removed, when they fall into the hands of God.’ 
(th. For humbling their pride. Their hearts are full of pride, en- 
mity, and rebellion against God: “ they set their mouths against the 
rough cavens;” they surely say as Pharaoh did, “Who is the Lord? I 
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know not the Lord, neither will I obey his voice:”’ they say, thers. 
fore, unto God, “ Depart from us, for we desire not the knowledge of 
thy ways.” They refuse to submit to his law, his grace, or his pro. 
vidence; they “strive with their Maker;’’ God is therefore resolve, 
to subdue them. Those proud and rebellious hearts which will yo; 
submit to his word, shall be broken by his power; and though they 
will never cease to oppose and hate him, they will cease to despise 
and slight him: they will form a just estimate of all his perfectiogs. 
they will know the greatness of his power, by feeling it; they wij 
fully appreciate his favour, from the want of it; they will see the 
purity and justice of his nature, in the flames which will eternally 
surround and devour them. : 

5th. For a warning to others. Thus, “he spared not the oid 
world, but brought in a flood upon the world of the ungodly, ang 
turned the cities of Sodom and Gomorrah into ashes,’ making they 
an example unto those who after should live ungodly: they were 
“set forth for an example, suffering the vengeance of eternal fire,” 
the sufferings of the ungodly will be an everlasting monument of ¢. 
vine justice, when “the smoke of their torment shall ascend Up for 
ever and ever. 

II. It is proposed to illustrate the truth of the proposition, namely, 
“that it is a fearful thing to fall into the hands of the living God: 
which will appear from the following circumstances. 

1. From the impression which the apprehension of falling inty 
the hands of God, has produced upon the mind. How great the im. 
pression which this apprehension produces upon the convinced sin- 
ner! ‘The mind which was formerly sunk in deep security, it fills 
with awful solicitude: the conversation which was vain and frive 
lous is now solemn, and taken up in anxious inquiries how to eseay 
“the wrath which is to come.’’ The countenance which wore tx 
aspect of levity, is now clothed with solemnity, and bespeaks th 
deep concern of the mind: he would give all that he possesses, | 
would give the treasures of the universe, were they his, to have s- 
curity against his “ falling into the hands of the living God.” Th 
enjoyments of life become tasteless, the pleasures of sin terrible; 
sleep forsakes his eye, joy is a stranger to his heart, and his spirits 
are drunk up with the arrows of the Almighty. “ He is chastened 
with pain upon his bed, and the multitude of his bones with strong 
pain, so that his life abhorreth bread, and his soul dainty meat,’ 
“ His flesh is consumed away, that it cannot be seen, and his bones 
that were not seen stick out.”” How strong the impression which 
this apprehension produces upon the deserted saint! Though be- 
lievers are the dear children of God, yet are they sometimes lett to 
conclude that they are the objects of his displeasure. According!y. 
they “write bitter things against themselves.” “The pains of hel! 
take hold upon them;” in their apprehension God’s “ wrath lieth 
hard upon them;”’ his “ fierce wrath goeth over them.” ‘] hey are 
“afllicted and ready to die ;” while they “ suffer God’s terrors, the) 
are distracted.” “Deep calleth unto deep, at the noise of Goes 
water spouts; all his waves and billows pass over them.”? This was 
the situation, sometimes, of David, Heman, and Job. How feariul 

the impressions which the forebodings of reproba/es sometimes pr 
duce upon their mind. Though surrounded by friends and cheerful 
companions, though they have access to every temporal source ol 
sure and amusement, though loaded with honours and rolling 19 afilu- 
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ence, they have been filled with horror. Hence, when Paul Tea- 
<oned of righteousness, temperance, and judgment to come, she elix 
trembled.”’ How terrific the impression which an apprehension ot 
filling into the hands of the living God produces, even upon the 
devils: they “ believe and tremble,” under an idea that their doom 
was approaching sooner than they expected, they said to Christ, 
when on an errand of mercy in our world, ‘“irt thou come to tor- 
ment us before the time?” The prospect, the distant prospect of 
the wrath of God makes these powerful and haughty fiends to 
emble. Now, if the apprehension of God’s vengeance produces 
such terror, how fearful must it be to fall under it! 

2, From the impression which the partial infliction of his 
wrath produces upon the mind. There have been some instances 
of persons being not merely under apprehension of wrath, but 
under wrath itself in this world: fur example, Cain, Judas, Spira, 
Voltaire, and others. Cain declared that his punishment was 
greater than he could bear. Judas was so full of remorse and 
wrath, that life became intolerable, and, therefore, he “ chose 
strangling and death rather than life.” Spira expressed a desire 
io be in hell, that he might know the utmost of what he was to 
suffer. And Voltaire is stated to have been so full of the fury of 
the Lord in his last moments, as to render it impossible even for his 
infidel companions to remain in his apartment. If, then, it be so 
fearful to fall into the hands of God in this world, what must it be 
to fall into them in the world to come? If a few drops of wrath 
produce such effects, what must be the influence when “God will 
jain snares, fire and brimstone, a horrible tempest upon the wicked?” 
Ifa few sparks have such power, how awful will the energy of that 
fire be, which will burn to the lowest hell? Ah! the wrath which 
God inflicts upon sinners now, is mercy compared with the wrath 
which is in reserve for them. It bears no more proportion to it 
than the drop of the bucket does to the ocean; than the gentle dew 
o the torrents of rain which fall from the opening clouds, or the 
zephyr which fans the grass, to the tornado which overturneth the 
oaks and the cedars. Oh! sinners “flee, flee from the wrath which 
sto come.” God is now willing to embrace you in his arms. They 
areexiended. Fly to them before you fall into his hands. 

3. From the impression which the full infliction of his wrath 
produces upon the damned, They are represented as “ weeping, 
wailing and gnashing their teeth.”” These are expressions of no 
coumon pain or misery, The wretched victims of Divine justice 
not only weep, which is the usual effect of sorrow in this life, but 
ney wail, which indicates pain; pain which is not to be signified 
ty the falling tear, or the countenance of grief, but proclaimed by 
amentation and erying; they not only wail, but gnash their teeth 
‘0 unutterable anguish, 
4th. From the nature and degree of the wrath which will be in- 
ited upon those who fall into the hands of God. With regard to 
He nature of it, it is impossible for us fully to understand it. **Who 
‘nows the power of his wrath? According to his fear, so is his 
Wrath.” We know that it is Divine, consequently it must be wrath 
vorthy of God. The wise man says, “The wrath of a king is as 
ihe roaring of a lion? How dreadful then must be the wrath of 


ihe King of kings! With regard to the degree of his wrath, it will be 
Vou. XVIL.—38 
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intolerable. This appears from the figures by which it is repre 
sented. It is compared to fire, to a furnace of fire, to a lake of fire 
and brimstone, to a tempest of fire. One of these figures gives us , 
fearful idea of the wrath of God, but when they are all taken together 
how overwhelming is the representation! Fire, which produces the 
most acute sensation of pain. A furnace of fire, which contains an jn. 
tense degree of heat. A lake of fire, which will not be drained o 
exhausted. A tempest of fire, which burns and heats upon those 
exposed to it with resistless energy. ‘ And who can dwell with 
everlasting fire, or with devouring flames?” Sinners who refuse to 
abandon those courses which lead to hell, are accustomed, in pios. 
pect of it, to clothe themselves with courage and resolution, to bear 
its torments as well as they can. But this shows that they have 
carnal and absurd ideas of the punishment of hell, as well as of the 
happiness of heaven. However great their pride and courage, their 
hearts will become like water, like wax before the fire, the moment 
they fall into the hands of the living God. “Can thine heart en. 
dure,” says God, “or can thine hands be strong in the day that | 
will deal with thee?” The intolerable nature of the punishment of 
hell appears from its being compared to an eternal death or dying. 
The body never dies but in consequence of disease which it cannot 
bear, under which it finally sinks, after having struggled and groaned 
in ineffectual efforts to support itself. This is some representation 
of the case of the soul in hell. It will strive to bear up under th 

heavy hand of God. It will groan and weep and lament. But as 
there is no proportion between its strength, and the weight which 
it is under, it will sink and die. This death of the soul does not 
however, imply annihilation of it. It will never lose its being, no: 
perception, nor consciousness. In this respect it will be always 
dying, but never dead. The intolerable nature of the punishment 
of hell will appear from the circumstance of i's excluding every 
kind and degree of comfort or relief. If our pain is great, yet ii 
we enjoy some cordials or support, it is the more easily borne. 
The pains of death may be mitigated by such means. But ther 
will be no merciful ingredient in the cup of the Lord's fury. I! 
will be pure unmingled wrath. There will be an absence of al! 
comfort or relief. There shall be no intermission or mitigation, 
“They shall be tormented day and night.” The furious tempes: 
will never cease or abate; the fiery billows will never, for a mo- 
ment, sleep or cease to roll. The enraged furnace will never sus- 
pend or assuage its fury. There will be no cooling stream nor 
fountain, no, not a drop of water to cool their tongues, or quench 
their thirst, or revive their sinking hearts. There will be none to 
whom any complaint may be made, or from whom any sympathy 
may be expected. None to shed the friendly tear or utter a corso- 
latory word. All friendship and sympathy will be extinguished tor 
ever. Nay, on the contrary, there will be an eternal exchange 
the most bitter reproaches and curses between the nearest relations 
and those who were the most affectionate friends in this world. 
There will be no Aope of intermission, alleviation, or end of their 
torments. There is nothing which tends more to support the mine 
in distress than hope; the hope that serene and happy days will yet 
come. But all hope will be banished from the breasts of the 
damned; which leads to the remark that the dreadfulness of falling 
nto the hands of God appears,— 
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5. From the duration of his wiath. Those who fall into the 
hands of the living God will never get out of them. If there were 
soy assurance that after a lapse of millions of ages, they would be 
released, how would it cheer them! But all the prisoners of justice 
gre prisoners of despair. Never, never will the hand of God be re- 
moved from them! They will eternally sink under its pressure. 
After as many millions of years have passed as there are stars in the 
heavens, drops in the ocean, leaves on the trees, or grains of sand by 

. sea shore, their torment will be as far from an end as when it 
‘rst commenced. Oh! overwhelming thought. For if they obtain 
_ release it must be 

ist. By their making satisfaction to Divine justice. God has de- 
Jared that he “w:ll by no means clear the guilty.” ‘The utmost 
farthing of penal debt must be discharged before liberty can be pro- 
claimed to the infernal captives, and “ the opening of the prison to 
them that are bound ” by chains of darkness. But this satisfaction 
they will be unable to make. They are under a natural inability to 
sustain the penalty of the Divine law, and under a moral inability 
to obey the precepts of it. 

2nd. By overcoming the omnipotence of God. But this, it is 
needless to say, will be impossible. “ Do we provoke the Lord to 
anger, are we stronger than He?’ 

3rd. By eluding his grasp and making their eseape from his hands. 
But this will be impossible. Malefactors have sometimes made 
their eseape from the hands of the executioners of justice, and 
from the place of confinement. But none will be able to escape 
from the hand of God, for it is omnipotent, or elude the eye of 
God, for it is omniscient. They cannot unlock their prison, for 
Christ has the keys of hell and death, and shutteth and no man 
openeth, they caunot break their prison, for its walls are stronger 
than walls of brass, and are surrounded by an impassable “ gulf.” 

4th. By God’s relenting, and setting them at liberty. But God 
will not let them go until they have paid the utmost farthing of the 
debt for which they have been arrested. In doing this, he would 
act inconsistently with the character of a righteous judge, who should 
never allow his compassion to subvert his justice. Will not man 
permit God to treat his enemies, when they fall into his hands, in 
the way that they would treat theirs? “If a man find his enemy, 
will he let him go well away?” No; yet they repine at the con- 
duet of God, in confining his implacab!e enemies when they fall into 
his hands, 

6. Bat all the examples and proofs which have been given of 
the truth of the proposition, only faintly exhibit the Divine displea- 
“ure, Whe& compared with the sufferings of the incarnate Son of 
God. The blood that he sweat in Gethsemane, the groans and cries 
‘iat he uttered on Calvary, display the terribleness of falling into 
the hands of the living God, more than all the pains of bell for ever. 
i the wrath of God made an infinite Person cry out, “ My soul is 
exceeding sorrowful, even unto death,” “My God, my God, why 
hast thou forsaken me?” how fearful must it be! “If such things 
were done in the green tree, what shall be done in the dry?” 

From the view taken of this subject, we may see— 

Ist. The evil nature of sin; were it not an exceeding vile thing 
‘ils nature, its punishment could not be so exceeding bitter, 
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2nd. The happiness of the people of God. Instead of falling into 
the hands of God, his everlasting arms are placed underneath them 
for their support, and around them for their protection. The hand 
of God is lifted and stretched out for their defence against all their 
enemies. 

3rd. The love of God, in sending his Son into the world to rescue 
his enemies from the hands of Divine justice. He lets sinnoys 90, 
and lays hold on his Son, his only Son, his beloved Son; 0 what 
grace! 

4th. We see the heinous nature of unbelief, which casts contempt 
both upon the wrath and the love of God; despises both the threat- 
enings of the law, and the promises of the gospel. 

5th. We see how great is the insensibility of sinners. Notwith- 
standing all the intimations which God gives of their danger, yet 
they remain secure. Some indulge the hope of shunning the wrath 
which is to eome, without any warrant for such a hope. 


—<—>— 
Art. Ill—Voluntary Associations. 


Mr. Eprror,—lIt has been interesting to witness the late discus. 
sion in your periodical on the subject of voluntary associations. | 
looked on in silence, believing that you were fully eompetent to sus 
tain the negative; unti] the October number, received a short time since, 
informed me that you had arrived at the conclusion, that they are 
warrantable. With all my high estimation of yourself, and of thos 
who have supported that side of the question, you must allow me to 
dissent from your decision. And if it be consistent with your plan, 
you will permit me to state my reasons for an opposite opinion. 

There are many who like myself cannot with their present light 
accord with your conclusion, Discussion may bring us to see ers 35 
eaue 


~ 


; Besides, it is in vain to cover up the elements of discord in a com 
munity. The word of God, the divinely sanctioned practice of the 
church in past ages, the lamentable effects of it in shattering some 
religious societies in our own times, are so many testimonies agains 
such a pernicious course. But it is by no means plain to me that 
the diseussion of this point will either enkindle or perpetuate strile. 
Further, the magnitude of the subject requires more Investigauion, 
being one of the most important of those questions that are now ag 
tating the world. With your permission, therefore, I will proceed, 
confining myself, for the present, to the arguments used in the affirm- 
ative. . 
Numerous definitions, or rather descriptions, of voluntary associt- 
tions have been given by those who advocate them. These descrip- 
tions are all characterized by one feature—a frittering down of the 
principle on which they rest to a mere nothing—at least 9 . 
becomes so little, as to be almost intangible. Now if they are su iN 
harmless nothings, where is their utility? Is not this the ww) . 
thod by which Lot pleads for the devoted city, “Spare 1" for it ind 
tle??? “It forms the apology of Ephraim, in the midst of all his apos 
tacy and idolatry, “In all my labours they shall find no iniquity 
me that were sin.” It is this kind of reasoning that saves _: 
right eye, and many a right hand from the burning flames to bee 
they should be consigned. But does not this description cont 
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the assertions which many periodicals have made, of the omnipott 
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of suth institutions, in correcting the evils with which society has 
been perplexed? — Are not some of your own correspondents 
chargeable with this contradiction, in first placing them on a level 
with “log-rollings”’ and “house-raisings, > and afterwards ascribing 
., them the mighty influence of arousing the British nation to abc- 
ch slavery. and the United States to abandon the use of intoxicating 
iquors? If they are of the same nature with a log-rolling, or house- 
_ sing, we would, surely, find them conducted in the same manner. 
But what page of history reeords the constitution, and laws, and 

mes of presidents, vice presidents, secretaries, and lecturers of a 
ve-rolling, or house-raising ? When did men, acting rationally, meet 
be adjourn from day to day, and from week to week, and from 
vear to year, sending out leeturers and stump-orators to awaken the 
sympathies of the community for the purpose of rolling logs, or 
sising houses? If societies are no more than this, we had better take 
the ood old way, which the western pioneers have always followed ; 
ad the logs will be rolled, and the houses raised, while we are talking 
aout it on the newly invented plan. 

The parallel that is drawn between these institutions and mone 
stock companies is very defective. ‘The latter, being chartered and 
regulated by eivil law, are directly the reverse of societyism, They 
ae state institutions. Were men to start up, and under the pretence 
of the state’s being insufficient for accomplishing these objects, orga- 
nize themselves, and exercise asswmed privileges, they would be a 


cgecimen of natural soeietyism. Such societies have existed. But 


we they been generally beneficial? ‘The history of the west, and 
‘the world, if we are not mistaken, will answer no. It will tell of 
their having monopolized the land trade in the west, so as almost en- 
tirely to prevent the poor man from procuring « home; until legisla- 
‘tive enactments, to some extent, put it beyond their power. And 
still, by going in advanee of the emigrants, and by purchasing indi- 
rectly large quantities of land, and retailing it at enormous prices to the 
nor settlers, they exercise a very pernicious influence. The prin- 

ple,too, is of general application. Admit it, and what may be 
the consequence? Our farmers, mechanics, and merchants may all 
rganize for the purpose of enhancing the value of their various com- 
modities, each endeavouring to extort from the ether; and thus will 
every conflicting prineiple of human nature be aroused; and every 
ttle neighbourhood will be constitutioned, and officered, and array- 
ed in the habiliments of petty warfare. Such companies have the 
power of extortion, and are therefore unseriptural—they monopolize, 
ud are therefore opposed to equal rights—they are aristocratical, 
and consequently anti-republiean. Were these even justifiable, they 
would utterly fail to present the true nature of societyism, the one 
proposing merely a natura, the other a moral object. Would that 
voluntary associations were nothing more than individuals uniting 
their strength in a proper way, for the attainment of a natural end! 
But from their almost unbounded popularity—from the resources 
‘hey may command—and from the achievements of which they 
wast, it is evident, that they threaten to cast into the shade the 
eaven-born institutions ef Ged, and to inflict on society ealamities 
nore deplorable than those which they propose to remove, 

It would be difficult to define voluntaryism, since neither its genus 
wor species is found in either chureh or state. Claiming paternity from 
neither of these divine institutions, it has sprung up beyond the limits 
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of both, in the wide and wild field of human conjecture, which nei. 
ther the precepts of God’s laws, nor the promises of his glorious go. 
pel illumine. Nor is a definition necessary. We may learn its . 
ture from its operations. When we turn our attention to a Volunta- 
ry association, We see a certain class called officers Supposed oi, 
vested with certain powers—another class called members over whom 
the former preside—a constitution and laws by whieh all are oo. 
verned—and certain moral ends for the accomplishment of which 
they combine. Here, in short, we find every element of form 
ganization. 

It is with societies as they have existed, and still exist, that wo 
have to do, and not with a mere abstraction, or with some associatiny 
that might be formed on correct principles. Nor is it of importance 
which of these we select. Tract, Bible, Sunday School, Temperance, 
and Abolition societies, having a common origin, must stand or {il| tp. 
gether. Neither is it the object contemplated about which we would 
contend. We freely grant, that the ends proposed by these instiwy- 
tions are among the most noble that ever engaged the energies of in. 
tellectual beings. But the controversy respects the means by whic) 
these ends are to be attained. It will certainly be admitted that God, 
in his word, not only points out the work to be done, but the means 
by which it is to be done. He not only commands us to pray, but 
fills our mouths with arguments. If he enjoins the remembrance of 
his Son’s death, he puts into our hands the symbols of his body and 
blood. Does he require obedience to the powers that be, he specities 
the very circumstances of that obedience. 

Such being the state of the question, the first point to be setiled is, 
whether these voluntary associations are a divinely sanctioned neans 
of effecting the noble ends which they contemplate? In proof of the 
affirmative, your correspondents direct us to Matt. vii. 12; Heb, xu. 
3; Jas. i. 27; Prov. xxxi. 8, 9; xxiv. 11, 12; Rev. xix. 17; Prov. xxvi. 
5, 6; Tim. v. 22; Heb. x. 24. This class of texts urges on us impor- 
tant duties. Were these acted out by men, in their appropriate 
spheres, the tyrant’s seeptre would be broken, the slave-holder 
lash drop from his trembling hand, and the poor slave would open 
his eyes on a cloudless day of unconditional emancipation. The) 
point out the objects which societyism aims to accomplish; but the; 
do not directly reveal the means by which these objects are \ 
be gained. Now all agree that these objects ought to be a 
complished; and only differ about the means by which they are to 
be attained. And as these texts do not tell us ow we are to remen- 
ber them that are in bonds, as bound with them—Aow we are to Vis! 
the fatherless and widows—how we are to open our mouths for the 
dumb—/ow we should reprove sin in our neighbour, it is fairly a pe- 
titio principii or begging of the question, to advance them in settling 
the controversy. This is precisely the method pursued by the advo- 
eates of human psalmody. Because the duty of praise is urged 
various parts of the Bible, they conclude that human songs may %® 
used in God’s worship as well as those which are divine. Their 
conclusion, too, is quite as logieal and sound as that of those who 

argue, that because slavery should be abolished, voluntary associahior 

as well as divine institutions may be employed in doing it. 

It will be unnecessary to take up these texts separately, as any 
one may see, by a brief examination, that they embrace substantially 
the same general principles; and if, as we have seen, they will not 
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afiord a warrant for societyism collectively, they cannot do so sepa- 
vatelY. As a specimen, however, of such prool, examine more par- 
ticularly one of these: Jas. 1, 27, “Pure religion and undefiled betore 
God and the Father is this, To visit the fatherless and widows in 
heir affliction, and to keep himself unspotted from the world.” Like 
the others, this text cuts through the centre of every system of op- 
pression. But does it tell us Aow we are to visit and relieve the 
‘wretched victims of it? Does it tell us directly or indirectly, that it 
must be done by tract, temperance, or abolition societies? Not a 
wvllable of it points to such institutions. While it urges the duty, it 
caves the manner to be determined by other parts of the same glori- 
ous revelation. Elsewhere the scripture directs us to prayer—to 
yreaching——-to contribution—to consolation—to pleading with our 
Mother as means of their relief; but those parts of the Bible which 
recognise voluntary societies, as hand-maids in this exalted work, 
have yet to be developed. Again, this precious portion of God’s 
word defines the duty which it embraces as constituting the very 
essence of practical religion. If, then, it includes societies, they must 
be religious ordinances. Pray tell us, then, whether they belong to 
the public or private exercises of God’s worship? Religious ordi- 
nances, too, are peculiar to the church. Is not this a new kind of 
' church? Having only one term of communion, it admits those, and 
only those, to its fellowship, who accede to that one item of faith, 
without respect to their moral character: otherwise, though they 
might be profane, or idolaters, or Sabbath-breakers, some branches 
of the church have thrown their doors wide open to all persons, who 
are in good standing in their own society; but this new church unites 
in its pure religious worship, not only professed Christians of 
every name, but the world in all its glory of deism, infidelity, and 
atheism. Thus the temple of God no longer frowns on that of idols, 
hut righteousness and unrighteousness, the mosque and the meeting- 
house, church and cathedral, light and darkness, Christ and Belial, are 
united in the closest brotherhood. 

Our Lord’s history of the good Samaritan is adduced, by some of 
your correspondents, as a warrant for voluntary associations. ‘This 
was related by the Saviour, in reply to the lawyer’s question, “Who 
ismy neighbour?’ It shows conclusively that our benevolence, in- 
siead of being confined to the unfortunate of any particular tribe, or 
nation, or clime, or colour, should embrace in its ample range, the 
vast expanse of the human family. But how it shows that this be- 
nevolence should be exerted through the medium of societyism, is to 
meamystery. So it appeared to your correspondent: and he changes 
it to another case entirely, before it could be made to bear on his 
wgument. The writer accordingly supposes that there had been ten, 
or twenty men, which the Samaritan single-handed could not have 
relieved—he is sepposed to go and operate on the sympathies of the 
neighbourhood—they are supposed to assemble, to appoint a pre- 
‘ident, secretary, and purser; and thus panoplied, to repair to the scene 
olaction. All this looks plausible; yet it lacks one thing, and that, in 
searching for a divine warrant, is every /hing—it lacks the signature 
of Jesus Christ. He has not related such a tale in all his works. It 
sa mere fiction of faney. Is it then candid to make a supplement 
‘0 our Lord’s history, and attempt to pass it off for the history itself? 

fad our Saviour introduced the case of a multitude of sufferers 

greater than the Samaritan could have relieved, his directions would, 
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no doubt, have been very different from that of drafting Constitutions 
appointing presidents, vice-presidents, secretaries, and pursers, (‘sq 
ing his eye over this huge globe, and beholding millions tor) by 
spiritual, as well as natural thieves, he says not to his disciples 
«Go and form voluntary societies,” but “Go ye into all the nen 
and preach the gospel to every creature.” Now suppose the Samar. 
tan had acted on the combination plan. He comes, looks on the sy. 
ferer, and in the true spirit of unbelief says, “ A lion is in the Way.” 
Distrusting the power of God’s promise, he thinks he can do nothing 
without a company organized with all the formality of constituti . 
officers, and by-laws. Away he goes to aet on the sy mpath 
of the neighbourhood; but, unfortunately, for every one that » 

enlists on the side ef compassion, he arouses one Or more in op. 
position to the good work: the little community go to war, the 

one party endeavouring to go to the sufferer’s relief, the other throw. 
ing obstacles in their way; and the poor fellow is left to die throug) 
the opposition which his own friends had stirred up in forming a w- 
ciety for his relief. A happier incident, illustrative of the pring. 
ple opposite to that of societyism, could not have been selected.) 

magnanimous Samaritan lights upon a victim of misfortune. Wit)- 
out the tumult of a voluntary association he goes to work, and his 
efforts, by the divine blessing, are crowned with success so great a 
to encourage all others to “go and do likewise.”’ 

To this it may be replied that what one, in his individual capacity. 
has a right to do, all may unite in doing. Suppose, for the present, 
this position be granted. It only proves that individuals have a right 
to de what they have aright to do. ‘The question is not whether in- 
dividuals may act, or whether they may act in unison, but whethe: 
they may voluntarily organize to effect a moral object. 

But it may be said, that organizing is mere form. It is just such 
form as we have in both church and state. And the organization o! 
either of these is as simple as that of an abolition society. If th 
state has its officers, so has the society. Has the one its constitutio 
and laws? so has the other. Does the state hold its county, stat. 
and congressional meetings? so have societies their county, state, 
and national conventions. It is to be feared that this very circum 
stance is a snare in which many are in danger of being entrappe:. 
‘They are so simple, and se nearly resemble divine institutions, wher 
cari there be any harm? So perhaps thought Nadab and Abihu with 
respect to offering incense, until the flaming wrath of God reveale 
their error, when it was too late for repentance? When Satan fai 
to seduce men entirely from the practice of religion and morality, h 
endeavours to lead them to rest in something that very nearly re 
sembles them, though the real difference may be wide as the space 
which separates earth and heaven. And the nearer the resemblance. 
the greater is the danger of deception. An eminent historian says 
that “Julian the apostate, convineed of the mighty efficacy of preaching 
the gospel, and yet desiring its suppression, appointed preachers of 1n- 
fidelity through the various provinees of his empire.” In every age 
the temple of idols has been erected near to the temple of the living 
God. The ark was once inthe hands of the Philistines. _ It was not 
a resemblance, but a reality. What harm was it for them to carry 
it about? Might it not have united their energies, and inspired their 
courage, as well as that of the Israelites? It was out of place, i 
wrong hands, unaccompanied by a divine warrant, and the avenging 
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angel has perpetuated, by his ravages, the remembrance of their 
wickedness to all succeeding generations. If these institutions, there- 
fore, be not from heaven, we should beware, lest, being seduced by 
them into the camp of the enemy, we fall beneath his plagues. 


T. S. K. 





—_—<—- 


Ant. 1V.—Statement of the Associate Session of Xenia, to the 
Congregation under their Inspection, of their Authority from 
the Church and the Church’s Head, for exercising the Disci- 
pline of the Church on those who offend by what is usually 
called, “occasional hearing.” 


Drax Breruren,—By the injunction of Zion’s King, it is made 
our duty, not only to profess our faith in God, as our God, and our 
acknowledgment of him as our Lord, but to maintain firmly this 
profession when made. Heb. iv. 14, “ Let us hold fast our pro- 
fession;”’ x. 23, “ Let us hold fast the profession of our faith with- 
out wavering.” It is a matter, then, of the utmost importance, 
that we be correctly informed in relation to every thing inconsistent 
with such maintenance of our profession, and avoid it. The prac- 
tice of attending upon the dispensation of the word in other churches 
we cannot but regard as being of this character, and, therefore, to be 
avoided, and, by instruction, exhortation, and the exercise of dis- 
cipline, restrained. However, as a diversity of opinion prevails, to 
some extent, respecting the impropriety of this practice, and, to a 
still greater extent, respecting the warrant or authority from the 
church, for the exercise of discipline upon the offender, we have 
deemed it a duty, called for by the cause of suffering truth, to make 
to you a statement of the authority we have from the chureh and 
ine church’s Head, for exercising discipline upon those who offend 
in this matter. 

We are constrained to believe, that if they who are involved in 
difficulties respecting the impropriety of this practice, would trace 
these difficulties to their origin, they would find them originating in 
the want of a thorough and deep-felt conviction of the importance 
of the truth and the maintenance of it, and of the warrantableness 
of our separation from, at least, some of the churches around us; we 
shall, therefore, in the first place, attempt the establishment of this 
position, viz., that the Associate church is in a state of warrantable 
separation from other churches. 

Here three questions present themselves for our consideration, viz.: 

I. Are there any points of difference between the principles of 
the Associate church and those of other churches? 

Il. Are those principles, which distinguish the profession of the 
Associate church from that of other churches, érue—the principles 
of the Bible? 

Ill. Does the denial, by other churches, of these distinguishing 
principles of our witnessing profession, or their refusal to embrace 
them, warrant our separate organization and the continuance of it; 
or should those principles have been made matters of forbearance, 
ind should we, for the sake of union, have gone, or now go with 
‘hem in their abandonment of them? 

I. Are there any points of difference between the principles of 
‘he Associate church and those of other churches? This question, 
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454 OCCASIONAL HEARING. 
it is plain, must be answered in the affirmative. It would be ali, 
gether inconsistent with the limits which must be set to this «si... 
ment” to attempt pointing out the difference, in principle, betwee, 
the Associate church and a// other churches, or even many of them 
It must suffice to state some of the points of difference in principle 
between the Associate church and one or two of those whose 7 
fession approaches nearest our own. Among these we select ; 
Reformed and Associate Reformed churches. 
The Associate and Reformed churches differ chiefly on the {). 

lowing points, viz.: 

1. The subject of magistracy; and here the primary differen: 

respects what is necessary to the being of a magistrate. The Re. 
formed church maintains that a due measure of Scriptural qualifica- 
tions is necessary to the being of a lawful magistrate—that | 
infidelity of a ruler, in a nation where the light of the Gospel has 
been general!y diffused, makes void his authority, and, consequently, 
that such a magistate is not to be owned as a lawful one, ors 
mitted to in his lawful commands, for conscience sake. It is true. 
branch of this church has lately admitted the lawfulness of submis. 
sion to the government of the United States, but in so doing they 
deny any change of principle, but profess to have discovered that 
this government, with its toleration of slavery, sabbath mails, &., 
&e., is such a scriptural government as their principles require 
The Associate church, on the contrary, maintains, that though this 
due measure of scriptural qualifications is necessary to the well being 
of a magistrate, yet it is not necessary to his being as such—that a 
person invested, by the consent of the people, with a right to rule 
over them, and, so long as he is countenanced by the majority of the 
nation and does not cudcavuur the overthrow of the civil and rel. 
gious liberty of the nation, zs, though destitute of this due measure 
of scriptural qualifications, a lawful magistrate, and to be acknow- 
ledged as such by obedience to his Jawful commands for conscience 
sake. The difference between these churches in relation to what is 
necessary to the deing of a lawful magistrate, when truly carried 
out, exhibits them as differing, on the subject of magistracy, in se- 
veral other particulars, such as the fountain of the magistrate’s a- 
thority and his duty or power circa sacra. 

2. The subject of faith. The Associate church maintains tho 
there is an assurance in the very nature of faith, as distinct from 
the assurance of sense, or the assurance that we are already partakers 
of grace. But the Reformed ehureh, while they maintain that 0 
assurance of sense may be obtained, are silent on the important 
question—whether there is assurance in the essence or nature ol 
faith; or their sound is so indistinct or uncertain that it cannot | 
understood. Since our brethren of the Reformed church must have 
known that this was a matter of controversy in the Christian com- 
munity—that this was a principle opposed by the great mass 0 
professed Christians, their refusal to appear openly and closely ° 
its side is to be regarded as an appearance against it, according to 
that word of our Lord, “ He that is not with me is against me. — 

3. The extent of Christ’s purchase. ‘The Reformed chureh main- 
tains that Christ purchased temporal benefits for believers. rhe 
Associate church maintains that Christ purchased the divine bless: 

ing on the temporal enjoyments of believers, or the gracious ordering 
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of them to their spiritual good and the glory of God; but denies that 
temporal enjoyments themselves, such as food and raiment, in their 
earthly and perishing nature, and as the means of supporting animal! 
life, are purchased by Christ s death.* . su 

The Associate and Associate Reformed Churches differ chiefly on 
the following points: ; 

1. Testimony bearing. Though the Associate Reformed Church 
coe to agree with us that it is the duty of the church to appear as 
(od’s witness, yet they differ from us in regard to what constitutes 
‘ fuithful, fixed testimony. The Associate church maintains that, 
as testimony for the truth supposes that truth is in controversy, a 
sated testimony, to be faithful, must not only contain an assertion 
of truth, but be opposed directly to the perverters and despisers of 
‘he truih. The Associate Reformed church maintains that a stated 
testimony is all that it ought to be, when it contains a mere assertion 
of truth, and, accordingly, they have nothing for a “fixed testimony,” 
but an amended or modified copy of the “ Confession of Faith;” they 
even regard a fixed testimony, when opposed directly to the per- 
verters and despisers of truth, as extremely dangerous—they believe 
there is solid ground to fear that, in the present unhappy contentions 
which divide the church, it would be used by too many as the rally- 
ing point of party, and would inflame those wounds in the body of 
Christ which it should be our study and prayer to have speedily and 
thoroughly healed. Farther, the Associate church maintains, that 
a testimony, to be the testimony of a church, must be made a term 
of communion, and, accordingly, have made their testimony a term 
of communion in a// cases. ‘The Associate Reformed church makes 
what she calls her “ fixed testimony ” a term of communion in some 
cases, but not in add. The evidence of this wiil appear in the fourth 
pe int of difference. 

2, The extent of Christ’s purchase. The principle of the Asso- 
ciate church on this subject is as stated above in the third point of 
difference between us and the Reformed church. The Associate 
Reformed chureh has, on this subject, no avowed principle at all; 

edise rdant materials of which this church was composed, finding 
ley could not agree about this article of truth, agreed to lay aside a 
public and joint profession of it, and thus did, as a church, what they 
could to bury it, 

3. Psalmody. The Associate church testifies in favour of the ex- 

sive use of the scripture Psalms, and requires such use of them 
1 the worship of God under all circumstances. The Associate 
Reformed church, in her constitution, prohibits the use by her 
“churches? or congregations only, of composures merely human, 

| lays her members under no restriction at all in this matter, when 
Worshipping in any other than an “ Associate Reformed church.” 
Nor do they, in their “ Act”? or “occasional testimony ”’ on this 
‘)ject, make the substitution of devotional songs, composed by un- 

’ The author might have specified a fourth point of difference, namely ,— 
ith. The Associate church maintains, that, while Christ’s kingly power, as Me- 
“ator, extends to all things, and is absolutely unlimited, he, nevertheless, exercises 
‘tis power mediatorially to the church only. But the Reformed church maintains 
tat this power is exerted mediatorially to the whole world as such. That is, she 
tonfoands all distinction between his mediatorial government of the church and 


Pagua nations, or Anti-Christian powers. (See an excellent article on this point in 
We last number, p. 385.—Ep. Ret. Mon] 
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inspired men, in the place of the scripture, songs censurable in gn, 
but ministers and congregations: this act we cannot regard as con 
taining any thing more explicit, on this subject, than their Const. 
tion, which prohibits the use of uninspired songs only when i 
shipping ‘in Associate Reformed churches,” or congregations, : 

4. Communion. The Associate church has always declare; 
openly and explicitly, against occasional communion. The Aso, 
ciate Reformed church never has. In their original constitution 
they required an approbation of the principles exhibited in the Cop. 
fession of Faith, &c., as a term of admission to only “ fired commy. 
nion,” which plainly implied they would allow a communion with 
them occasional, or not fixed, and that this communion could be had 
without an approbation of the principles exhibited in the Confessio, 
of Faith, &c. In the act amending this Constitution (which act jg 
still in force) a change of language, it is true, is used in expressing 
the “terms” of admission into this church; it runs thus: “The 
terms on which any person or persons shall be admitted as a mem. 
ber or members of the synod, or as a member or members of any 
congregation under the inspection of synod, are an approbation of 
the principles exhibited in the above-mentioned Confession,” Ke, 
If it had been really the intention of this church to disallow of o¢- 
casiona! communion, it is plain that the most obvious and easy 
amendment of the article about communion would have been made 
by striking out the word “fixed.” This, however, was not done, 
but the article was amended so as to read as above: and must not 
every person notice it as remarkable, that though the change of 
phraseology is very great, the very same idea is still expressed. 


The admission of “a person or persons as a member or members” 


consequently, still provides for occasional communion. So muci 
for their admission of others to communion with them. Farther, 
they say something about the practice of going themselves into oe- 
casional communion with others. In their original constitution 
they say—‘‘as occasional communion, in a divided state of the 
church, may produce great disorders, if it be not conducted with 
great wisdom and moderation, they esteem themselves, and the 
people under their inspection, invariably bound, in all ordinary 
cases, to submit to every restriction of their liberty which ge 
neral edification renders necessary.”” In the act amending thai 
Constitution the matter is made no better. They say ‘* they do not 
consider themselves as left at liberty by this part of their Confession 
(chap. xxvi.) to hold organical communion with any denomination 
of Christians, that is inconsistent with a faithful and pointed tes 
mony for revealed truth,” &c. This implies that they regard or 
ganical communion, with at least some other denominations, as c0n- 
sistent “ with a faithful and pointed testimony for revealed truth: 
and, besides, as we are not tuld what is meant, or they mean °Y 
organical communion, and as they do not declare with what “ deno- 
minations,”’ or whether with many, or any of them, the holding © 
this “organical communion” is “ inconsistent with a faithful and 
pointed testimony for revealed truth,” we cannot but regard this 
amendment as altogether indefinite. 

5. Public covenanting. The Associate church maintains that 
public religious covenanting is a moral duty, and, consequent'y; 4 
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nder the New Testamegt dispensation, that it is seasonable in 
in pre gent divided state of the church, and in other seasons than sea- 

me “persecution, and that the obligation of covenant engagements 
a a upon the church in after times. The Associate Reformed 
; rch, it is true, declare, in their original constitution, it is a mo- 
ty — the gospel we trie yet they have cast all notice 
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: rality of “the iy, ine never r practise it, aaa have tolerated in 
; ip ministers, not only the denial of its morality, but the repre- 
. atation of it as a Judaizing observance, and all from both the pul- 
a it and the press. Further, so far as we are able to gather their 
7 sentiments respecting the seasonableness of the duty, they regard it 
me s seasonable only in times of persecution. Again, they consider 
7 e obligation of covenant engagements, by the church, as descend- 
i ¢ only upon the natur: al offspring of those who enter into them. 
7 II. Are these prince iples, which distinguish the profession of the 
as (Associate church from that of other churches, true—the principle 
f f the Bible? This question, it is also plain, must be answered in 
7 aflirmative by every person who has intelligently and candidly 
a braced the profession of the Associate church. The proof of the 
we ith of these distinguishing principles, it is evident, cannot be at- 
B 5 cm in this “ statement,’’ nor does it properly belong to it, for 
mm » now addressing seceders—persons who have professed these 
“a s their principles—persons who have made this profession under 
) hecharacter of witnesses, and are, therefore, bound to declare nothing 
~ > truth. Addressing persons, then, who, we are in charity 
3” ound to believe, admit, or ought to admit the ¢ruth of our distin- 
ne cu hing principles, we may safely, and fairly too, answer this 











second question in the affirmative, and take the correctness of this 
oswer for granted. 






































ie III]. The only question remaining to be settled is this, namely, 
em Does the denial, by other churches, of these distinguishing prin- 
the es of our witnessing profession, or their refusal to embrace them, 
wit varrant Our separate organization and the continuance of it; or 
the hould these principles have been made matters of forbearance, and 
nary should we, for the sake of union, Aave gone, or now go with them 
a | their abandonment of them? The affirmative of the former 
ths ember of this question, and the negative of the latter, being the 
as sume, We assume, and humbly conceive our support from the Word 
alia { God isabundant. Rom. xvi. 17. ‘* Mark them who cause divi- 
at sions and offences pean to the doctrine which ye have learned, 
test davoidthem.” 2 Thess. iii. 6. “Now we command you, brethren, 
1 or the name of our - Lora Jesus Christ, that ye withdraw yourselves 
eon rom every brother that oe disorderly, and not after the tradi- 
ith.” ons Which ye received of us.’? Prov. xxiii. 23. “ Buy the truth 
a by ind sell it not.” Surely we are taught by these passages that how- 
as ever desirable peace and union may ‘be, yet, when sor ight at the ex- 
ng of pense of truth, the sacrifice is too great, ‘and cannot be made. We 
| and : ild direct your attention to only one other passage. Phil. iii. 15, 
1 this “Ifin any thing ye be otherwise minded, God shall reveal even 
nisunto you. Nevertheless, whereto we have alread v attained, let 
that 18 walk by the same rule, let us mind the same thing.”? In these 
tly,a verses there is noticeable, 
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Ist. The subject matter which i sen respects—prace 
the heart, but also and especially the doctrines of the Word, Thi. 
is plain from the mention that is made of a something about wh, 
there might be a difference of opinion—persons might be « Other. 
wise” or differently “minded,” and, therefore, evidently principg)),, 
designs the /rufhs of the Word. —_ 

2d. An admission that there are truths, about which members 
the church are “ otherwise,” or dif/erent/y “ minded,” or, which 
ihe same thing, that the church is not yet perfect in her attainmenss 

3d. An admission that in relation to such truth forbearance jy ; 
be exercised. ‘This admission, however, we are not to underst; 
us an admission that the church may stand still; she is to press : 
ward perfection; this very passage assures her that God will si}! 
giving her further and further attainments of unanimity about 
respecting which her members had been “ otherwise minded;" 
her duty, then, to believe and earnestly to seek that the Lord » 
due time, bring her to these attainments, and if any will obstigy: 
wnd perseveringly stand still, the church must leave them a 
forward. 

4th. An implied declaration that the church has already 
the attainment of unanimity to some extent. * Whereto we 
ulready attained.” 

5th. A declaration that the truths thus “attained” are to be » 
fained, and forbearance is not to be exercised respecting | 
~ J.et us walk by the same rule, let us mind the same thing,” 
set this last in a clear light, if possible, we would refer vou to R 
iii, 11. “Hold that fast which thou fast.” Rev. ii. 25. * 7) 
which ye have already, hold fast till 1 come.” 

Here our arguments might close, were it not that we are met w' 
the impious distinction of truths into important and unimportan’, 
essential and non-essential, and the plea that the church’s attainm 
only in important or essential truths are to be maintained, and, | 
the sake of peace and union, forbearance ought to be exereis 
relation to those unimportant or non-essential. “ But we have 
so learned Christ.” It is not the relative importance of a parti 
iruth, or set of truths, or the special connexion which they may hi 
with our salvation, that constitutes them truths to be maintained 
the church. If they be only matters of divine revelation, which | 
least truth and every truth is, then, whether their connexion w: 
our salvation be near or more remote, they ought to be made n 
ier of the church’s profession, and maintained by her when once *! 
tained. This we think plain, for the following reasons: 

1. Every truth bears the stamp of God's authority. ™ 
xxviii. 19, 20. “Go ye, therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing 
them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Ii 
Ghost, teaching them to observe ad/ things whatsoever 1 have coii- 
manded you.” Deut. xii. 32. “ What things soever I command 
you, observe to do it: thou shalt not add thereto, nor diminish ‘rom 
it.”? But, according to the principle we are now opposing, 'e 
church is bound to observe, not the a// things God has commanded, 
but only the all things essential to salvation. According to ‘!'s 
principle, man’s chief and highest end is his own salvation, and it : 
was not for the essential connexion of some of these truths with his 
salyation, none of them would be worthy of being maintained 
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ver what becomes of the glory of God, the honour and authority 
the laws of Christ, and the purity of the chureh. In opposition 
this principle we are to regard, not man’s salvation, but the au- 
hority of God as the primary reason for re ceiving and maintaining 
uth revealed in his word; and since this is st: amped upon ever 

th, aad is despised in rejecting the least as well as the most im- 
tant truth, the church may not, must not, nay, cannot neglect 
taining any one of them, when attained, without incurring the 
ments of God. Shall an earthly sovereign be offended when 
sa thority is in the least slighted—when the propriety, the rea- 
leness, the profitablene ss of his commands must be inquired 
ra they will be obeyed; and shall not He who is “ King of 
kings and Lord of lords,’’ be offended, when his authority is re- 







rded by his ereature-man, only when and so far as it is conceived 
sy him to be conducive to his own interest? The end of Nadab and 
\bihu, who presumed to offer strange fire upon God's altar, teaches 
what a holy jealousy God has for his own authority, and that his 
sare not to be disregarded and despised with impunity. 

But itis the duty of the church, and highly becoming her, to be found 
tonly not slighting the authority of God, but entertaining a fer- 

t zeal for the honour of his authority. What can be more rea- 
nable, or more becoming the professed followers, worshippers, 
servants of God, the bride, the spouse of Christ, than to be exceed- 
ngly jealous for the Lord God of hosts: but how can it be said of 
her that she is thus jealous for the Lord, unless she maintains the 
le truth, seeing the authority of God is stamped upon it, and is 
noured or desy ised just as the whole truth ts, or is not maintained? 
But does not this seem to be idle reasoning? Does it not seem to be 
olish trifling, to attempt proving that God ought to be obeyed? that 
his authority ought to be regarded in all things? It is ground of 
imiliation and lamentation that such is necessary; for it is denied 
he ehurech’s duty to maintain the whole truth, though it has 
sauthority a ¢hus saith the Lord. Worrible sentiment! and 
accounted for only upon the ground of the woful depravity 
human nature. Let us see to what this prineiple would lead us. 
Weare told that “ Paul shaved his head in Cenchrea,” Acts xviii. 18, 
nd the number of Anéves brought up from Babylon to Jerusalem by 
s ay upon the return from captivity, was just /wenty-nine. 
, 11. If there be any unimportant truths, one would sup- 

‘these two to be of that class. Does it not, then, necessarily fol- 

w, from this principle, that forbearance should be exercised towards 
‘ie person who would not admit, or might deny these truths or facts? 
Nay more, that the church, for the sake of peace and union, ought 
chime in with this person in his non-admission or positive denial 
































Hi i these truths, or at least cease to assert them? Should it be ob- 
ted that this consequence does not follow, for these are evident 
© plainly revealed truths or facts, and exercising forbearance i in 

n ich a case would be direct toleration of direct partial infidelity; 

s, ‘replied, that the principle which distinguishes truths into ri 

nile id non- essentials, and pleads for the exercise of forbearance in re- 

o this gard to the non- essentials, admits that these non-essential truths may 

dit v¢ “evident or plainly revealed truths,” and contends not only that 

ith his 


‘orbearance should be exercised towards those who will not admit 
‘hem, but that it is the duty of those who know them to be “ eyi- 
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dent or plainly revealed truths,” for the sake of union, to drop their 
profession of them. Would not this, just as evidently, be tolera 
tion of partial infidelity? Nay, would it not be the very adoptio, 
of partial infidelity? We cannot close this reason without an exipye: 
strikingly proving the utter unwarrantableness and error of this js. 
tinguishing of truths. “Though it may be admitted that some do». 
trines of the gospel are relatively of greater importance than others 
yet they are individually essential parts of a perfect system, | 
some doctrines may be regarded as the foundation of the Christis, 
system, while others constitute the different parts of the supersiryc. 
ture, it should be recollected that the superstructure is no less essen. 
tial to the completeness of the building than is the foundation,” - 
2. The truth is unspeakably valuable. Divine truth js 4) 
immediate ground of our hope for eternity, and a means of oy 
sanctification and consolation. “Search the Scriptures, for in them 
ye think ye have eternal life, and they are they which testify 9; 
me.”? “Sanctify them through thy truth; thy word is truth,” 
“This word of thine my comfort is in mine affliction.” Op 4! 
these accounts the truth—every truth is unspeakably valuable 
But the principle we are now opposing represents that such truths 
only as are deemed essentials are worthy being maintained, ani that 
all others are of minor or little importance and needed not. Andis 
it indeed true that God ever revealed to his church a truth of so jit. 


tained by her? The psalmist was far from thinking so. Psal. xix 
10. “More to be desired are they (the judgments of the Lord) tha 
gold, yea, than much fine gold ;” cxix, 72. “The law of thy mout! 
is better unto me than thousands of gold and silver.’’ © Beside, le 
us beware of impeaching the wisdom of God; let us not so presump- 
tuously contradict the express declaration of Him in whom are hid 
all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge—*.7// scripture is give 
by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproo!.! 
correction, for instruction in righteousness; that the man of & 
may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all good works.” 2 Tin 
iii. 16,17. It is true, indeed, that maintaining the whole truth 
not absolutely essential to salvation, so that he who may not mai: 
tain some of them cannot be saved: but we may not, therefore, re 
ject any one truth as unprofitable, for it is equally true that th 
rejection of any truth, just as any other sin, endangers salvatio 
We would not be understood as denying the perseverance of | 
saints; we use the same form of expression which Paul used wii 
speaking on the same subject. 1 Cor. iii. 12, 15, “ Now if any mi 
build upon this foundation, gold, silver, precious stones, wood, hay 
stubble; if any man’s work shall be burned, he shall suffer loss; but 
he himself shall be saved, yet so as by fire.’’ Does not the apos'¢ 
when he states that the person who receives and holds the founcs- 
tion, and builds thereon, wood, hay, stubble, shall be saved, yé! ® 
as by fire, have allusion to the extreme danger of the person 
escapes out of his house when in flames around him? 


3. The relinguishment of any truth by the church exposes her 
to great danger of further defection, and even final apostacy: 


A temptation may be presented to the believer long. and in very 
1s first 


different forms, before he may comply with it; but when th : 
temptation has been complied with, though it may have been 
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-olyetance and fear, every person must know how easy it is to com- 
ore with a second, how much easier to comply with a third, and how 
‘puch easier still to comply with a fourth, a fifth, &e., until he is, for 
, time, led eaptive by Satan at his pleasure. So it is with the church. 
Though it may be with reluctance and fear that she relinquishes a 
engle truth attained in her profession, yet with how much less re- 
pe and fear will she relinquish a second, how much easier will 
+ be for her to relinquish a third, and how much easier still to re- 
linguish a fourth, a filth, &c., until, ere she is aware, she is wander- 
g and lost in the mazes of error and delusion. The relinquishing, 
va particular church, of one truth, and another, and another at- 
‘ined, soon acquires the force of habit; and, besides, God may leave 
er to relinquish a second truth, a third, a fourth, to hasten, to go 
eadiong into apostacy as a judgment for her first relinquishment of 
, single truth. “For this cause God shail send them strong delusion, 
it they should believe a lie; that they all might be damned who 
lieve not the truth.?? And here facts come in to the aid of our 
cument. Time was when Christ had but a fee things against the 
primitive churches, they had let go but a few of his truths; but what 
vas the consequence of this bezinning ina backward course? where 
re those churches now? With the relinquishment of a “few”? 
ruths they did net stop, but went on and on in their backward 
arse, and now are whelmed in thickest moral darkness. The 
voral darkness which’ broods over those countries first visited with 
the light of the Reformation is the fruit of the same course of letting 
go by little and little until the whole of that glorious light was put 


t. It is necessary to the church’s discharging the important 


duty of transmilling the truth to posterity. “He hath established 


i testimony in Jacob and appointed a law in Israel, which he com- 

anded our fathers that they should make them known to their 
children, that the generations to come might know them, even the 
children who should be born, who should arise and declare them to 
their children;” and the important reason given for this duty is, 
“that they might set their hope in God and not forget the works of 
God, but keep his commandments.” Psalm Ixxviii. 5, 6,7. It is 
surely no trivial argument in favour of the chureh’s maintaining 
her attainments in the truth, that with it is closely connected the 
elernal welfare of millions yet unborn. It is indeed true that “where 
here is no vision,’ or where ignorance, error and delusion reign, “the 
people perish;” and as the least defection from attainments in the 
ruth is so remarkably calculated to induce further defection and even 
iter apostacy; it is no difficult matter to see how awfully the re- 
inquishment of any truth attained, endangers the eternal welfare of 
future generations, and even those not far distant. As, then, the 
church would esteem the redemption of the soul as precious, and as 
she would be innocent of the blood of unborn myriads, she lies under 
the most imperious obligation to maintain her attainments in the 
‘ruth, that she may transmit it, pure and entire, to them as the means 
oi their everlasting salvation. 

3. Our own comfort is a reason why we should maintain our 
aituinments in the truth. This is a reason which applies not so 
particularly to the church in her collective capacity as to her indi- 
vidual members, What comfort did Moses lose by not believing 
39* 
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the Lord, “to sanctify him in the eyes of the children of Israe}>” Pe 
this he was not permitted to enter the promised land. Because f) 
failed in the due exercise of parental and official authority, sue) o,; 
came upon him, even in his old age, as made the ears of those who 
heard it to tingle. A professor’s neglecting to maintain the truth 
is also a sin, and though it cannot bring him, if a believer, into oop. 
demnation, it may make him go halting to the grave, go continus)\; 
under the hidings of God’s countenance. The maintenance of tp», 
must, therefore, be, on the contrary, a gracious source of comfort j 
life, and especially in death. How comforting to the Christiay, »: 
this trying hour, to reflect that he has not denied Christ's name 
has not dishonoured him in this respect before the world—has be, 
faithfully contending for his authority, and the honour and autho. 
rity of his laws. Notice with what composedness of mind P 
speaks of his death, when just before him: 2 Tim. iv. 6. “TI am yoy 
ready to be offered, and the time of my departure is at hand,” 
Whence this peace—this composedness in the immediate prosper: 
of death? He adds, verses 7,8, “I have fought a good fight, [ jaye 
finished my course, / have kept the faith. Hencetorth there js |; 
up for me a crown of righteousness, which the Lord, the righteo 
Judge, shall give me at that day.” 

6. Finally, we deem it our duty to add, that we are bound 1 
maintain all our attainments in the truth, dy the solemn covenan 
engagements under which we are laid to do so, Though | 
churches, generally, have abandoned the principle of the morality 
of public religious covenanting, and, almost universally, the practi 
of it, yet the obligation of the covenant engagements of the chur 
in former times, to be faithful to the cause and testimony of Jesus 
now descends upon them, and, whether willing or unwilling, the 
are bound by them. But still the obligations under which we, as 
church, are laid by this means, to be faithful to that cause and tes 
mony, are peculiar, because of our open avowal of the descendi 
obligation of the covenants of ancestors, and of the morality a 
present seasonableness of the duty; and because many of us, in 
own persons, have, with our hands lifted up to the Most High bo 
promised and sworn “by the great and holy name of the Lord : 
God,” “that during all the days of our life we shall continue slead- 
fast in the faith, profession, and obedience of the true reformet 
religion, in doctrine, worship, presbyterial church governin 
and discipline, as the same is held forth to us in the word of God. 
and received in this church, and testified for by it.” We, then, 
a church, are bound by solemn covenant engagements to maint! 
all our attainments in the truth, and, among these, those very trut!s 
which distinguish our profession, It is not assumed that these co- 
venant engagements bind us to maintain truths we were not prev 
ously bound by the Word of God to maintain; but having, as 
humbly conceive, proved that, by the Word of God, we were bound 
to maintain a@// the truths attained in our profession, and even thos 
which distinguish it, we do assume that our covenant engagem nts 
bind upon us, by an additional cord, the duty of maintaining thes 
truths: and surely Ae whe is disposed to remember the day he stoo 
before the Lord,—he who knows the nature of an oath, and fears \- 
—he who knows that God will plead the quarrel of his covenan'. 
will not say of this cord that it is weak, or make light of this 


reason, 
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The position we are endeavouring to establish, it will be recel- 
jected, is this, namely, That the .issociate church is in a state of 
warrantable separation from all other churches. It will also be 
ecollected it was shown there are points of difference between the 
principles of the efssociate church and those of other churches, and 
that we took it for granted that the distinguishing principles of our 
profession are ¢rue—the principles of the Bible, which, it was con- 
seived, we might fairly and safely do in an address to persons who 
have professed these distinguishing principles as ¢heir principles. 
That we are bound, as a church, to maintain a// the truths we have 
ttained in our public profession, and, amongst these, those truths 
which are distinguishing, we think we have proved: and, surely, 
{the authority of God, which is stamped upon every truth, is to be 
regarded in ad/ things; if the whole truth is unspeakably valuable— 
yore and better far to us than thousands of gold and silver; if the 
relinquishment of a single truth attained, so fearfully tends to fur- 

r defection, and even apostacy ; if it is a duty to transmit the truth, 
pure and entire, to the generations yet unborn, as the means of their 

verlasting salvation; if comfort in life, and especially in the trying 

ur of death, is at all worth having; if we should fear the oath of 
God; if any, or all these things be true, it must be admitted that it zs 
proved that it is our duty to maintain a// our attainments, as a church, 
vn the truth, even those which are distinguishing. We think, then, 
ihe conelusion is irresistible, that our separate organization and 
the continuance of it is warrantable; for, while other churches 
leay, or will not embrace these principles which distinguish us 
‘rom them, there remains no way of our maintaining these attain- 
ments, but by separation, continued separation from them. 

(To be continued.) 


—>— 


Art. V.—United Secession Church of Scotland. 

Mr. Enrror.—Sr1r:—In the Religious Monitor for January, in 
noticing an article on “ Psalmody,” extracted from the United Se- 
ession Magazine of Scotland, you say that the United Secession “is 
verging rapidly to the wildest kind of latitudinarianism.”’ 

When in my native land, I belonged to the communion of that 
yody, and it now numbers among its members my nearest and dear- 
est earthly friends; for this and other reasons, I feel a deep interest 
u its purity or declension, its prosperity or adversity. 

| will, therefore, thank you to give, in your next number, you 
reasons for making so serious a charge, both for information to my- 
self and that I may warn those whom I love in the flesh and the 
spirit, that they be not swept along in the same current of error. 

[wish you to understand distinctly that I do not endorse the sen- 
uments of the article referred to, or coincide with the unscriptural 


ind untenable arguments of its writer. Yours, &c., N. R. 


Reply to N. R. 


N. R. misquotes us by substituting the word “is” for the phrase 
“appears to be,” thus imparting to our language a force which it 
will not bear. Having omitted a qualifying phrase, he is the more 
easily able to construe our words into a “ serious charge.” Again, 
Way is “verging ” substituted for “diverging?”? These words are 
‘otsynonymous. And if they were, it is better to let every man speak 
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for himself, when this can be done. We did not say, nor do we » 
say, that the United Secession is actually involved in the wildes, wi 
of latitudinarianism; but we do say, after a deliberate examinatio, 
of such of her publications as we have been able to obtain, of her ve 
clesiastical polity, and of the reports of intelligent persons ree 
from that country, that she appears to us to be diverging raya), 
towards that point. Happy will it be for the Protestant cme 
if these things should, in the end, prove to be only appearane, 
Gladly would we receive substantial evidence, sufficient to demo, 
strate that our fears are groundless; not only for the sake of ; 
church, but, also, on account of the influence she must neceser 
exert, for good or for evil, upon the cause of sound prineip) : 
America. Is N. R. unable to discover any cause of alarm jy +) 
promulgation of “unscriptural and untenable’? arguments by 4), 
standard work of that body? Is he altogether consistent? _ |i, 
sumes that I have made a serious charge, desires my reasons, » 
yet wishes to be distinctly understood not to “ endorse the sep: 
ments of the article’? on which my remark was chiefly found 
He assumes too much in the first instance, and requires too mye) 
the second; unless it is to be supposed that unscriptural tenets {\y- 
nish no cause for alarm. It is probable, however, that N. i 
not duly reflected upon the importance of this matter, and that 
note is rather the result of sudden impulse than of deliberation, 
We shall, therefore, give our reasons, not to support a “serio. 
charge,”’ for we have made none, but for the language we did us 
Reason I. The article in question, entitled “Chureh Psalmod; 
The following sentiments are either directly expressed or clea 
implied in that article: 1. The Book of Psalms belongs to a dispe. 
sation which has passed away. 2. It is as incongruous to conti 
the church to a definite book of praise as to a set form of pra 
3. A scripture psalmody is one of the accidental forms of relig 
4. A scripture psalmody was not used in early times. 5. ' 
lief, Independent, and other churches who have adopted human eo: 
positions, to the exclusion of the inspired songs of Zion, ar 
chargeable with innovation. 6. Every reason that ean be urged | 
the use of the Psalms of David in praise will apply with nearly eq 
force to other books of Scripture. 7. That the Psalms were cho: 
by the Old Testament church, consequently they could not h 
been imposed by Divine authority. 8. That the Old and New To- 
tament dispensations are so different, that the same book of prais 
unsuitable to both. 9. That the contendings of the fathers ot 
Secession were mere “dissensions.”’ 10. The Psalms, through m- 
conception, lead to feelings not well pleasing to God. (Why 
permit the people to read them? Wherein does this sentiment «\: 
fer from the church of Rome?) 11. Does not advocate the ent 
discontinuance of the Book of Psalms in worship, bad as they a 
12. Great excellence in not afew of the Psalms. 13. But this es 
cellency leads parents to impress them on the minds of their chil: 
dren. 14. And, being once familiar to the mind, they cease to exe!" 
any appropriate feelings. 15. This cannot be the case when \ 
worship with other denominations who use human compositiol's 
Thus we have, within the compass of three pages, this long catalog 
of heresies and absurdities. It has not a parallel in any thing wit 
which we are acquainted, except the famous and often refuted pre 
face of Dr, Watts, And if N. R. will point us to the same number 
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,psurdities in the same space, in any other respectable religious 
periodical, either in Britain or America, we will certainly acknow- 
.dve the obligation. Is there, then, no cause for alarm? 
~ But, says an objector, is it candid, is it fair to hold a large body 
¢ Christians responsible for the sentiments of a single anonymous 
ind irresponsible seribbler? Certainly not; unless the whole body 
ke itself responsible either by connivance or approbation. How 
sands the ease in the present instance? The article in question ap- 
neared eighteen months since, without note or comment; during all 
thie period not one among the numerous readers and learned cor- 
~espondents of the Magazine have taken the alarm. Neither has the 
litor, or the writer been called to account by the judicatories of the 
rch. so far as known to us. What then is the irresistible infer- 
nee? Either the whole body winks or approves. And even N. 
R.’s note, prima facie, is evidence of dissatisfaction with us for re- 
fusing, in like manner, to connive or approve. 

Reason Il, That church has not only laid aside a testimony for 
present truth and against opposing errors, but is now engaged in 
casting aspersions upon the fair fame of those who, in a former age, 
regarded these duties as obligatory upon the Christian church. See 

e act adopting their present testimony, in which they expressly 
reluse to make that testimony aterm of ministerial and Christian 
ommunion. The contendings of the fathers of the Secession 
wainst the errors of their own time are also characterized as “ un- 
seemly strife,” by which “ the charities of life were violated,” “ the 
sanctuary profaned,” “ family devotion marred,” and “ the exercise 
of pious feelings interrupted.’? ‘hey were men “ living and acting 
under the most pernicious influences.” “It is against these influ- 
ences I throw out these animadversions, and not against the men, 
ind shall, therefore, 


ol 


‘ No farther seek their merits to disclose, 
Or draw their frailties from their dread abode.’ 


hese pernicious influences are diminished and diminishing. The 
growing tolerance and charity of the Secession church strikes every 

server of past and present times, and reference is seldom made to 
the denomination, without a compliment to this effect being paid to 
i.” United Secession Mag., Sept., 1840, p. 514. The article from 
which the foregoing extract is taken, is entitled, “The proposed 
Union between the United Secession and Relief Churches, Letter 
Sixth.” 

It is not to be supposed that the fathers of the Secession church 
vere more destitute of frailties’? than others, but that they were 
nore distinguished in this respect than their modern defamers, we 
ire unable to believe. But the writer expressly disavows the appli- 
cation of these “ frailties’? to them as men, but to the “ pernicious in- 
luences under which they lived and acted.’’ With what consistency 
‘us distinetion is made we are unable to perceive. For, if these 
ifluences, whatever they may have been, affected not the men, then 
vhy mention them in connexion? If they did affect them injuri- 
ously, this, of itself, is to be taken as one evidence of their frailty. 
But the context and the subject under discussion show us, at a glance, 
what is intended by these “ pernicious influences,” namely, the spi- 
tof that day, which was roused by those men, in defence of fixed 
prineiples of religion and resistance to all opposing errors; and these 
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“ influences ’’ were developed, cherished, diffused iefly 
’ ’ chiefly throug 


their instrumentality; consequently it is perfectly idle to atten. 
at this late day, a separation between those men and the inflye: : 
under which they “lived and acted;” if the latter were evil. | 
former could not have been good. The distinction, then, js . ; 
ruse, to blind the minds of those whose attachment to the fathers 
the Secession cannot be shaken. 

Reason III. The compliments paid to the United Secession ; 
this growing toleration, by Independents, Baptists, &c., is an evir) 
of her approximation towards them, and, consequently, of her | 
tudinarian spirit. It will scareely be contended that those bo 
are now more friendly to the principles held by Erskine, Fis), 
Moncrief, Wilson, Gib, and others of a similar stamp, in the presen: 
than they were in the past century. If any should think so, | 
are certainly mistaken. It is the toleration of men in her commy: 
who oppose the ere/usive spirit of early Seceders, who conniy 
or adopt * human compositions in the praises of God, and who » 
tain, practically, the principle that we may hold communion 
those from whom we differ, provided they do not restrict our }iher: 
or, in other words, the church may receive into her bosom sue} 
deny some of her avowed principles, if they will allow her si| ; 
profess them, and thus present to the world the spectacle of a hous 
divided against itself. And yet they say, by this arrangement, th 
church loses nothing. She surrenders nothing. She does not, i 
deed, judicially repeal any of her principles; but she permits the: 
to become a dead letter, opens the door for the instruction 
her people in error; and paves the way for such a breach 
lately took place in the General Assembly, or a total subvyersi 
of her constitution. ‘That such is the true state of the case, y 
have evidence, if evidence were needed, in the same number of {| 
Magazine from which we have already quoted, p. 525. «T 
Methodist Conference has met, for the first time, in New Cast 
With many of its modes of procedure I am high/y delighted, ani 
should like very much were the Secession Synod to adopt sever 
of the Conference measures.”’ “In conducting a Presbytery 
might be instructed by the practices of the English Independents 
“ Hoping you will find room in your miscellany for these fwo hint 
I remain yours.”” The things with which the writer was high) 
delighted, were, indeed, things of expediency; but why so delight 
with measures of expediency adopted by Methodists and Indepene- 
ents? Do their principles lead to more expedient measures th 
those held by the Reformers? But who can question the sineer! 
of the compliment paid to their growing toleration, by those whos 
measures have so greatly delighted the United Secession? Me- 
thodists and Independents will, hereafter, probably regard them 
somewhat the same light that the Roman Catholics do the Oxi: 
Tract writers. They compliment them for the rapid strides they # 
making back into the bosom of the mother church, while they ths 
they have a few remaining prejudices. 

It is no secret to American Seceders that a relaxation of their pe 
euliar principles and expressions of delight, on account of the sayine 
and doings of Methodists and Independents, would call forth lik 
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* We have been informed that some ministers in that church make a free use alan 
human compositions; but cannot vouch for the accuracy of this information. 
wrong, we should like to be corrected. 
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plimentary notices to ¢heir growing toleration. The operation 
e and effect is presumed to be the same on both sides of the 
’ ed And we know, at least, several Seceder ministers on this 
le. and the same rem: irk is believed to be applicable to most of 
n, who prefer living and acting under the influences, call them 
‘ous or otherwise, which so distinctly marked the fathers of 
. Seession to all the compliments and all the possessions the world 
nower to bestow. Nay more, they will suffer all the evil the 

has power to inflict, sooner than surrender those “influences.” 
have learned from the lively oracles of God, that their in- 
. adherence to truth, and determined resistance to error, were 
« more than the Head of the church has required from his peo- 
ae xpe rience has taught them the value of these principles in 
w of adversity. If, then, you have any regard for their most 
| inheritance, any sympathy for their spiritual joys, pardon 

r eed and their Je ‘alousie S, 

Reason [V. The United Secession no longer maintains the bind- 
ligation of - covenants of our ancestors, but has laid aside 
duty altogether; or, for aught we know to the contrary, has buried 
mong other “ pernicious influences,’ which so strongly marked 
neriod of the Reformation, and several subsequent periods. On 
is point we shall not dwell, for it is presumed it will not be de- 


ison V. The United Secession has erected no barrier against 
lax administration of the seals of the covenant, especially the 
's Supper. Communion should be the effect of agreement in 
vs of divine truth, and mutual affection for each other. But the 
ntal principle on which that church now proceeds is, first, 
inion. as the means of union. How is it possible that the 
wd participation in any divine ordinance, can bring per- 
ding contradictory sentiments to agreement? and without 
t, how can there be love? The plea urged, is, that “they 
treat each other’s peculiarities with tenderness, and manifest 
tfor the opinions and practices they cannot adopt. »* This 
ciple was introduced in the formation of the Union, and is now 
ted upon in their proposed union with the Relief. But how far 
s prine iple to be extended? Beyond things of indifference or 
liency? Every sound theologian must answer in the negative. 
it is wholly inapplicable to the purpose for which it is used. 
will surely contend that the matters of difference between the 
ous denominations are nothing more than matters of indifference 
expediency. We have seen that their differences draw much 
P r They affect not only the beams of our chambers, but, in 


e inst: ances, remove the chief corner stone. Is it nothing to re- 
e the inspired songs of Zion from the Lord’s house? and this is 


sely to prove the first great public step of the United Secession 
rch, 


1 conclusion, some may think we have devoted too much room 

his subject; but it will be seen that we were called upon to give 
‘reasons, and what we have written has been with reluctance in 
“iswer to that call. We had much rather see this important matter 
“seussed by other and more able hands. If we have sounded a false 
“am, it was certainly not intended; if true, it is worthy the serious 


* Dr. Jamieson, East Linton. 
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attention of the church, lest the same leaven that has crept into ; 
Union, and which is at work among us,” should leaven the am 
lump, and we should find ourselves suddenly and unexpected] ie 
spoiled of the fair inheritance of our fathers. It seems to ys a 
the subject of psalmody, the Secession church in the United State 
can never yield her present position; and this position ¢ ae 
maintained by jealous care and unceasing vigilance. 
Some will be ready to ask, is there to be no exercise of Christ 
forbearance; no tenderness towards the peculiarities of others: yo. 
spect for opinions and practices which we cannot adopt? The po), 
is, that Christian forbearance must be applied to its legitimate. 


an only 


jects. Personal interests, personal feelings, things indiffereny. ; 
questions of expediency, must all be sacrificed on the altar of , 
common Christianity. When this sacrifice has been made, it y 
not be difficult to learn the path of duty. But the malady of :)). 
age appears to consist, in some measure, in an inverted orde 
things. Those things which ought to be laid aside, are made egue 
of division, schism, strife, and every evil work. Pride, love of py. 
eminence, private ends, party spirit, drink up the spirits and exha,. 
the energies of the church. To obtain an advantage against q }y 
ther, merely to become, in turn, the victim of a like advantage, sens 
to be the element in which many live and act. So, on the other 
hand, those things which have been instituted by the Head of 1 
church, to be diligently observed to the end of the world, rea 
yield to the plea of toleration and charity. Men have become » 
gard in their own things, but lavish in the things of God, Mal 
8, iii. 8. When God brings back again the captivity of Zion, the 
verse of all this will then be seen, acknowledged, acted upon. by 
now, if it be well with our own dear selves, there is little sympa’ 
with the suffering members of Christ’s body. If our coffers be ! 
we say to the hungry, be ye fed; to the naked, be ye clothed; au 
the cold, be ye warmed. If men make a fair show in the flesh, tly 
hold the uppermost seats in the synagogue. The persons of : 
are held in admiration because of advantage, and the value of a: 
is estimated by the amount of his possessions. And the valu 
God’s people, in the eyes of many in the church, is in proportio: 


* Several years since application was made, we believe, by the late James MD 

al, of Argyle, to the American Bible Society for Bibles containing the Psalms 

etre. This application being unsuccessful, Mr. M‘Dougal then requested ' 
mg of purchasing the Bible from them in sheets, that we might publish | 

salms, and bind them with those sheets, for the use of our own people, and for g 
neral distribution by our church. This request shared the same fate as its prev 
cessor. There appeared such a manifest incongruity in paying money to an ins 
tution which so pertinaciously refused to permit a Metrical version of the Psalms 9 
be circulated with the Bible in any case, while we could not conscientious|y 
aside those Psalms, that the Synod formed themselves into a Bible Society, on 
adopted rules for procuring and distributing the Bible with the Psalms. Pot!" 
plan of Synod has received little or no countenance in several sections of ti 
church, and appears to be opposed in others. Why this opposition? Is it a seer! 
dislike to a Scriptural =—s If singing the praises of God, in the words of 
spiration, be a means of grace, and as much a divine ordinance as reading the wor 
or hearing it preached, then the obligation to circulate the Psalms in a form 
which they can be sung, is as much a duty as the circulation of other portions 
the inspired volume. A friend writes thus—*[ am in —~ congregation, a0 
last Sabbath several resolutions of Presbytery were read in favour of contributing 
the American or some other Bible Society. 1 have just finished writing a mem 
rial to be presented to this session, and another for the Presbytery, declining to con 
tribute to the A. B. Society, with a prayer to each of those bodies to carry into full 
effect the Synod’s rule on the subject of Bibles.”’ 1s not the leaven, then, at wor 
among us? Let others judge. 
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she influence they may be supposed capable of exerting in the com- 
vanity or the weight they may give to the church in the estimation 
of the world. Thus the church is depressed and afflicted by those 
things after which the Gentiles seek. 

Carnality is, doubtless, at the bottom of this evil; but it is per- 
petuated and greatly aggravated by the application of this false stan- 
dard to the people of God. They are not measured by the measuring 
reed of the word. So the laying aside any divine institution may be 
sraced to the same carnality: namely, a mistaken estimate of its va- 
ue. What will be its influence on the community, appears to be 
the all-absorbing question. It seems, then, that the ordinances of 
God are subjected to the same treatment, in the world, as his people, 
and for the same cause; that we are required to manifest respect, 
not civil respect, which all men owe to each other, but redigious re- 
spect for principles and practices which we cannot approve, because of 
advantage. In like manner, also, we must tolerate innovations upon 
divine institutions which we cannot adopt; and, for the same reason, 
—advantage. 

But the example of those who refused in their day to tolerate any 
thing for which they could not find a warrant in the Scriptures, is 
ather to be imitated. Such persons cannot yield those divine ordi- 
nanees, to which they have been indebted for enjoyment of the pre- 
sent time and hope of the future, of which the inspired songs of Zion 
are not the least part. “The word of the Lord is right, and all his 
works are done in truth.” “ His praise shall be continually in my 
mouth.”  Beeause thy loving-kindness is better than life, my lips 
siall praise thee.”” “ Praise is comely for the upright.” “ Praise 
waiteth for thee, O God, in Zion.”’ “ Enter his courts with praise.” 
“Declare his praise in Jerusalem.”’ “ Who can show forth all his 
praise?’ Before the gods will I sing praise to thee.’ “ Praise 
is comely.”’ Is any in distress? “ Wait on the Lord; be of good 
courage, and he shall strengthen thine heart: wait, I say, on the 
Lord.” Is any afraid of the enemy? “'I'hou hast lifted me up, and 
hast not made my foes to rejoice over me.” Is any weary of the 
ares and trials of life? “ Thy statutes have been my songs in the 
house of my pilgrimage.’? In this book there is balm for the 
wounded soul, and cordials for those that are ready to faint. Call us, 


then, what you will, treat us as you will, this Book we cannot sur- 
render, 


—>— 


Art. VI.—The Roman Catholic Claim. 


Report of the Special Committee to which was referred the Peti- 


tion of the Roman Catholics to the Common Council, relative 
lo the School Fund. 


Since the memorable defeat of the Roman Catholics on the 11th 
of Jan., 1841, a desire has frequently been expressed that the Report 
adopted by the Board of Aldermen might be more widely circulated. 
To extend the great truths imbodied in that document, and for the 
purpose of making one or two additional remarks, we give the re- 
port entire, and commend it, not merely to the perusal, but to the 
study of every American citizen. This Roman Catholic claim is 


destined to be a political question of absorbing interest. In their 
Vou. XVIL.—40 
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publications, issued around us, they are constantly declaring that thy 

shall never cease to agitate the subject, until they carry their poins, 
It is therefore of the highest importance that the publie should b, 
put in possession of those views and facts that may be essentia| ts 
full and fair understanding of the nature and bearings of the gy. 
lion. 

The Special Committee, to whom was referred the Petition of jj. 
Catholics, for a portion of the School Fund, together with the remop. 
strances against the same, presented the following report thereor 
which was, on motion, accepted, and the Committee discharged, oy , 
division called by Alderman Graham, Jun. In the affirmative. thy 
President, Aldermen Balis, Woodhull, Benson, Jones, Rieh. Cham. 
berlain, Campbell, Hatfield, Jarvis, Smith, Nichols, Graham, Cooper. 


and Nash—15. In the negative, Aldermen Pentz—t. And 00 


copies thereof ordered to be printed, with the vote taken on the report, 


REPORT. 

In pursuance of the instructions contained in the resolation, they 
employed two entire days in visiting the public schools, aceompanie: 
by a Committee of the petitioners, and also of the Publie School So- 
ciety, with a view to ascertain if any defects exist in their organiza. 
tion; and after a thorough scrutiny, in which all parties participated, 
your Committee not only failed to discover any thing strikingly ¢e- 
fective in the system, bat became strongly impressed with a convir- 
tion that the public schools, under their present organization, are ad- 
mirably adapted to afford precisely the kind of instruction for whic) 
they were instituted. It is deemed essential to the welfare and w- 
curity of our government, that the means of mental cultivation should 
be extended to every child in the community. The rising genem- 
tion are destined to be the futare rulers of the land, and their happi- 
ness can only be secured by such an education as will constitute them 
an intelligent community, prepare them te guard against the machi- 
nations of demagogues, and so to exercise the rights and franchises 
of citizens, as not to deprive themselves of the invaluable privileges 
which are their birthright. That the publie school system, as now 
organized, is calculated to effect these objeets, your Committee do 
not entertain a doubt; but, though they regard it as an inealeulable 
public blessing, if they could be persuaded that it trespassed upon 
the conscientious rights of any portion of our citizens, they would 
begin to doubt the propriety of its continuance: they cannot, how- 
ever, conceive that it is justly amenable to such a charge, so long as 
sectarian dogmas and peculiarities are excluded from the schools, 
and no pupils are either admitted into them, or excluded from them, 
against the consent of their natural or legal guardians. The system 
has grown up under the auspices of a voluntary association of inti- 
viduals usually known as “The Public School Society,” formed for 
the purpose of promoting education, and admitting te membership 
any citizen of good moral character, who is not a clergyman, upon é 
contribution of ten dollars to its funds. This society has watched 
with indefatigable vigilanee and untiring assiduity over the rise and 
progress of the system, and by their unrequited labours it has been 
nurtured into maturity. In its present aspect, it is a monument 0! 
disinterestedness and public spirit, of which our city has reason © 
be proud. 


Your Committee hereby acknowledge their indebtedness to th¢ 
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members of that society, for the prompt manner in which they re- 
~yonded to every call made upon them, and they cannot but hope 
that the spirit of candour which they have displayed, and which the 
petitioners 1n the same spirit acknowledge, will ultimately remove 
very barrier, Which, through misapprehension, as your Committee 
selieve, has hitherto retarded the entire success of their benevolent 
and patriotic exertions. It has been objected on the part of the pe- 
stioners, that the books used in the public schools, contain passages 
shat are ealeulated to prejudice the minds of children against the 
Catholic faith, This objection, your Committee discovered to be 
it wholly unfounded; but we are happy to have it in our power to 
id, that the School Society fully agree with us in the opinion that 
yothing in the books or usages of the schools should be continued 
that is calculated, in the remotest degree, to wound the feelings or 
prejudice the minds of children in favour of or against any religious 
wet whatever; that they have expunged such passages in the books 
is they have been able to discover in any way objectionable; that 
they desire to continue, and earnestly solicit the aid and co-opera- 
tion of the petitioners, in the work of expurgation, until every re- 
ly objectionable feature shall be entirely obliterated. The extreme 
ificulty of this undertaking is illustrated by the fact that some of 
the very same passages quoted by the petitioners as particularly ob- 
jectionable, and which have been obliterated in the publie school 
hooks, were found by your Committee entirely unobscured in the 
hooks used in one of the Catholic schools. It is a melancholy fact, 
that in neighbourhoods where Catholic children are numerous, the 
public schools number but few children whose parents profess the 
Catholic faith; but after the arduous task of expurgation shall have 
heen completed, and every well grounded objection removed, your 
Committee fondly hope that the school-houses will be filled with 
children, and that no parents or guardians, be their religious feelings 
what they may, will refuse to avail themselves of the benefits of the 
public schools for the education of their children, being fully per- 
suaded that many years would elapse, before any new system of in- 
struction could be organized, with advantages equal to the one, now 
equally available to every child in the community. If, with such a 
system, any portion of the children should be left uneducated, it 
cannot be justly chargeable to a want of comprehensiveness in the 
system, but is more fairly attributed to imperfections which human 
legislation cannot remedy. The general objections to sectarian pub- 
ie schools, do not apply to eases where children are supported by 
charity, and necessarily confined to a particular locality, and not 
open to all children. Your Committee think that all such establish- 
ments might enjoy the benefits of education, at public expense, with- 
outan infringement of the principles contended for; and the rule 
veing made general, their participation in the benefits of the School 
Pund, would not necessarily constitute a public recognition of their 
religious sectarian character. No school system can be perfect which 
“oes not place the means of education within the reach of every 
child who is eapable of receiving instruction; and such your Com- 
mittee believe to be the design and capacity of the system now in 
use in this city. 
"he Public School buildings are constructed upon a uniform mo- 
del; the books used are the same in all the schools, and the classes 
ind departments in each, are so similarly constituted and provided, 
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that the removal of a pupil from one school to another will not jp. 
terrupt his studies or retard his progress. Though religion cong). 
tutes no specific part of the system of instruction, yet the diseiplin, 
of the schools, and the well arranged and selected essays and max 
ims which abound in their reading books, are well calculated to jy). 
press upon the minds of children, a distinet idea of the value of yp 
ligion; the importance of the domestic and social duties; the exiy. 
ence of God, the Creator of all things; the immortality of the soy 
man’s future accountability; present dependence upon a superintend 
ing Providence; and other moral sentiments, which do not confi 
with sectarian views and peculiarities. 

The different classes examined in several schools by your (oy. 
mittee exhibited an astonishing progress in geography, astronomy. 
arithmetic, reading, writing, &c.; and indicated a eapacity in ti 
system for imparting instruction, far beyond our expectations; ay 
though the order and arrangements of each school would challeng 
comparison with a camp under a rigid disciplinarian, yet the accus. 
tomed buoyancy and cheerfulness of youth and childhood did yo; 
appear to be destroyed in any one of them: such were the favours. 
ble impressions forced upon our minds by a eareful examination oj 
the public schools. It is due to the Trustees, to add, that not one o} 
our visits was anticipated, and no opportunity was afforded to any 
of the teachers for even a momentary preparation. In the cours 
of our investigations, we also visited three of the schools established 
by the petitioners, and for the benefit of which a portion of the 
School Fund is solicited. We found them, as represented by the 
petitioners, lameniably deficient in accommodations, and supplies o! 
books and teachers: the rooms were all excessively crowded and 
poorly ventilated; the books much worn as well as deficient in num- 
bers, and the teachers not sufficiently numerous; yet, with all thes 
disadvantages, though not able to compete successfully with the 
public schools, they exhibited a progress which was truly credita- 
ble; and with the same means at their disposal, they would doubtles 
soon be able, under suitable direction, greatly to improve their con- 
dition. The object of the petitioners is to supply these deficiences 
from the fund provided by the bounty of the State for the purposes 
of common school education. But, however strongly our symp 
thies may be excited in behalf of the poor children assembled 1 
these schools, such is the state of the public mind on this subjec 
that if one religious sect should obtain a portion of the School Funé. 
every other one would present a similar claim, and it would be @ 
signal for the total demolition of the system, which has grown wp 
under the guidance of many years of toilsome experience; attaining: 
greater degree of perfection, than has perhaps, ever before bee! 
achieved, and which is probably extending a greater amount 0! 10 
struction at smaller expense than can possibly be imparted by av) 
other school system that has been devised. ‘This result of such : 
disposal of the School Funds would most probably be followed by 
4 counteraction in the public mind, which would lead to a revocation 
of the Act by a succeeding Common Council, and the awakening 0! 
a spirit of intolerance, which, in our country, is, of all calamities, the 
one most to be dreaded. Political intolerance is an unmitigate’ 
evil; but the experience of past ages ought to admonish us to ee 
with unceasing vigilance, against religious intolerance, as 2” - 
greater in magnitude in proportion as eternal consequences exceet 








THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CLAIM. 4738 


































those of time. So long as government refuses to recognise religious 
vectarian differences, no danger need be apprehended from this 
source; but when it begins to legislate with particular reference to 
att particular denomination of Christians, in any manner which re- 
ounises their religious peculiarities, it oversteps a boundary which 
nublie opinion has established, violates a principle which breathes 
n all our Constitutions; and opens a door to that unholy connexion 
of polities with religion which has So often cursed and desolated 
Europe. Under these impressions of the impossibility of granting 
the prayer of the petitioners, without producing the most fatal con- 
sequences, and impressed, at the same time, with an anxious desire au 
+ remove every obstacle out of the way of the public education of a 
their children, if it could be done without sacrificing any fundamen- 
tal principle, your Committee invited the School Society and the 
etitioners to appoint delegates to meet them, with a view to effect 
, compromise, if possible. ‘The invitation was promptly responded 
to, and several meetings were held, at which the subject was fully 
ind very courteously discussed, in all its bearings, and though we 
extremely regret to report, that the conferences did not result as P 
favourably as we had hoped, yet the spirit and tenor of the following 
propositions, submitted, at our request, by both the School Society MH 
and the petitioners, encourage a belief that our labour may not have 
been entirely in vain. 

{Here follow certain propositions, submitted by the Roman Catho- 
lies and by the Public School Society. ] ' 

Your Committee deem it proper to remark, in vindication of the 
School Society, that they were only one of the numerous remon- 
strants against the prayer of the petitioners. Their views were re- 
presented in the late discussion before the Board only by their legal \ 
advisers, Messrs. Sedgwick and Ketchum. The other gentleman ‘ 
who participated in the discussion represented other bodies which , 
are not in any manner connected with them. Sentiments were + 
ittered by some of them which the School Society do not entertain, 
and for which they are not justly accountable. This explanation is 
deemed proper, in consequence of a remark in the above proposition 
of the petitioners, which appears to be founded on an erroneous im- ¢ ; 
pression. The unwillingness of the petitioners to agree to any \ 
terms which did not recognise the distinctive character of their } 
schools as Catholie schools, or which would exclude sectarian su- : 
pervision from them entirely, was the obstacle to a compromise, v4 
which could not be overcome. However much we may lament the 
‘onsequences, we are not disposed to question the right of our Ca- 
tholic fellow citizens to keep their children separated from inter- 
course with other children, but we do not believe the Common 
Vouncil would be justified in FACILITATING such an object; they 
have an unquestionable right to pursue such a course, if the dictates ¢ 
of conscience demand it of them, and they have a just claim to be RY 
‘stained by the Common Council in the exercise of that right, but 
they cannot justly claim public aid to carry out such intentions, un- 
essthey can show that the public good would be promoted by it, and 
that such public aid can be extended to them without trespassing upon 
‘he conscientious rights of others; but if any religious society, or 
‘ect, should be allowed the exclusive right to select the books, ap- 
point or nominate the teachers, or introduce sectarian peculiarities 
40* 
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474 THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CLAIM. 


of any kind into a public school, the exercise of such right, in any 
one particular, would very clearly constitute such a school a sect. 
rian school, and its support at the public expense would, jn the 
opinion of the Committee, be a trespass upon the conscientious rights 
of every tax-payer who disapproved of the religion inculeated by 
the sect to which such school might be attached, because the, 
would be paying taxes for the support of a religion which they 
disapproved. Your Committee are, therefore, fully of the opinion 
that the granting of the prayer of the petitioners, or conforming ty 
the terms of the proposals submitted by the Committee who repre. 
sented them, would render the school system liable to the charge 
of violating the rights of conscience, a charge which would be fata] 
to the system, because it would invalidate its just claim to public 
patronage. 

The proposition of the Committee who represented the Public 
School Society appears to us to have been conceived in a liberal 
spirit; your Committee think it goes as far asa due regard to the 
true objects of the institution would warrant, and seems to open an 
avenue which we would fain hope may yet lead to a satisfactory 
arrangement. Both propositions exhibit more liberality, probably, 
than either party had before given the other credit for, and we 
hope that the result may prove to be an important step towards the 
accomplishment of an object which every patriot must desire with 
intense anxiety. Your Committee respectfully ask to be discharged 
from the farther consideration of the subject. 

Wa. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Rosert Jones, 
Josran Ric, 


REMARKS. 
The Anti-Catholic Books. 


The Committee discover one remarkable fact. We had heard 
and had stated, that they found one book in the Romish Schools 
that had been subjected to a purgatorial process in the Public Schools. 
But here we are told that, 

“ Some of the very passages quoted by the petitioners [the Ro- 
man Catholics] as particularly objectionable, and which have been 
obliterated in the Public School books, were found by the Commit- 
tee entirely unobscured in the books used in one of the Catholic 
Schools.” 

So, all the clamour they have raised against the books, and which 
has always been regarded as the only reasonable objection to the 
present system, turns out to be mere clamour, (vox preterea nihil.) 
even in their own estimation. Bad as these Protestant books are, 
they prefer to use them in their own schools, when the whole field 
of Romish literature invites them to cull its choicest passages for 
the instruction of their young. Let this be remembered when this 
tempest is stirred again. 


2 Revocation of the Act. 


The report asserts most truly, that even if the Common Council 
should grant the demand, “the result would be followed by 4 
counter-action in the public mind, which would lead to a revocation 
of the act by a succeeding Common Council.” There is no dovdt 
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QUESTIONS RELATIVE TO THE FINAL PERSEVERANCE, &c. 475 


st all in that matter. Never was a graver truth uttered by a corpo- 
rate body. We were not disposed to use such language while the 
case was pending, lest it should seem to be an appeal to the fears of 
litical men. But we are glad they have put it on record; that 
nenceforth it may be known that the men inthe city, or state, or na- 
jjonal halls of legislation, who shall vote the public money to the 
Roman Catholics, will be swept away from the posts they have be- 
trayed, as chaff is driven by the storm. Let this declaration, there- 
jore, adopted by the Board, 15 to 1, that if one Council grants this 
unrighteous demand, another will recall it, be written in letters of 
light over the walls of their Chamber, to be read whenever the sub- 
iects of a foreign potentate ask for Republicans’ birthright. —W. ¥. O06. 


—~—- 


the Saints. 


By the late Rev. Thomas Scott, author of the Commentary on the Bible, &c ) 


Tue doctrine of Final Perseverance has been so repeatedly and 
amply proved to be true and important, from a vast number of ex- 
press Scripture testimonies; from the Divine character and per- 
fections; from the nature of the whole scheme of salvation; and 
from the security of the covenant of grace; that it would be super- 
fluous to add any thing to the evidence that has already been ad- 
duced. 

Yet, there are many persons that appear to be, and doubtless are, 
true Christians, who not only hesitate to embrace this truth, but 
have strong prejudices against it. This, I apprehend, frequently 
arises from the too common want of accuracy in our method of 
stating the doctrine; from the gross abuses of which, not only it is 
supposed capable, but which are actually made of it in buoying up 
the vain confidence, and ministering to the unhallowed joys of hy- 
pocritical professors; and from their not seeing how it can be guarded 
from such dishonourable perversions. To obviate, therefore, such 
objections against a part of Divine truth, which is so useful for the 
peace and establishment of the humble Christian, and to rescue it 
irom those abuses which oppose it to the scorn of Pharisees and In- 
fidels, should be the uniform endeavour of every one who believes 
t,and finds spiritual advantage from it. I would, therefore, pro- 
pose, and attempt to answer, a few plain questions relative to this 
ioctrine. 

lst. WHo ARE THE PERsONs that shall finally persevere? 

It is easy to answer, in general, that all believers, children of God, 
or saints, shall finally persevere. But this leaves the matter where 
‘twas; to remove the difficulty we must enter more particularly 
into the subject. 

No minister of the Gospel, by preaching this doctrine, intends to 
convey the idea, that the whole company of persons who profess to 
believe this, or any other doctrine, or all other doctrines of their 
system, shall finally be saved; or that the privilege of final perse- 
verance is confined to those who make it an article of their creed. 
The belief of this doctrine may do the pious person important ser- 
Vices; the rejection of it may be very prejudicial to him, without 
either being the cause of perseverance on the one hand, or of obsti- 
nacyon the other, Those hearers of the word, in all congregations, 
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who receive the seed by the way-side, which, being taken away by 
Satan, does not strike root; those who receive it in stony ground 
in an unhumbled heart, whose temporary faith and eatentitios 
profession, sooner or later, will come to nought; and those who - 
ceive it among thorns, who are so attached to, and encumbere| by 
worldly things, that they bear no fruit; all these, having no grace 
can persevere in nothing but open sin, or specious hypocrisy, Thy 
Word of God gives us reason to suspect that, even of those profes 
sors who stand very high in the estimation of the most experienced 
and judicious servants of God, some will end no better than Ahitho- 
phel, Judas, or Demas; whether they persevere in their unsound 
profession or apostatize from it. God alone can see the heart, and 
though he has given us such rules of judgment as suffice to direc 
us in our duty, yet he never meant to communicate his Divine pre. 
rogative of certauin/y knowing others to be true Christians. [Ho 
then can we certainly know of any man, that he will infallibly » 
persevere as to be saved? “ Let God be true, though every man b 
a liar.” If any professor, however eminent, apostatize, and live and 
die an apostate, (which, by the way, it is not very easy for another 
man to be sure of,) let us not bring it as a matter of fact to over. 
turn the truth of God, by saying, ‘a child of God has fallen away 
finally ;” nor let us rashly suppose an impenitent apostate has heen 
saved; rather let us say, a very specious hypocrite has been un- 
masked. 

But though we cannot certain/y know concerning others, whether 
they have real grace, because we have no consciousness of what 
passes in their hearts; yet, as conscious of what passes in our own, 
we may, in some cases at least, certain/y know that we have true 
grace, and, therefore, shall finally persevere. While grace is very 
small, and the discerning faculty very dim, and sin prevails very 
much, the minuteness of the object, the imperfection of the orgar, 
and the surrounding obstacles, must make it difficult to decide ab- 
solutely; but when the judgment is matured, and grace increased, 
and corruptions more brought under, I apprehend we may deter- 
mine in a more confident manner. 

This premised, the matter comes to an issue. The true Christian 
shall finally persevere. He who is sure of his Christian state, may 
thence certainly infer his perseverance. 

Now true Christians perceive a vast importance in eternal things. 
and judge temporal things comparatively worthless. 

True Christians see great hatefulness in sin, and much sin in their 
past lives, in their present conduct, and in their hearts, which pro- 
duces deep humiliation, sorrow for sin, and unfeigned repentance. 
and causes them to set themselves against all sin, especially that sis 
which has been most customary to them; to watch against it, to pray 
against it, and to dread it, and to consider sin as the worst thing that 
can come to them. 

True Christians are influenced in their daily walk by a realizing 
belief, that things are, have been, and will be, as the Word of God 
declares them. 

True Christians especially believe the whole testimony of God 
concerning Jesus Christ, and, humbly conscious of their need of such 
a salvation, freeness, and sufficiency, renounce a!l other hopes to flee 
to, lay hold of, apply for, and trust in Jesus Christ, and God’s grace 
and mercy through him. 
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True Christians count every personal endowment, attainment, or 
performance, and every worldly interest, connexion, and comfort, 
worthless, 1 comparison of Christ, and are thus prepared to part 
with any or all of them, when they come in competition with him, 
od have actually given up many things for his sake. 

“True Christians receive him unreservedly in all his offices, and 
ve by faith in him, as their Prophet, Priest, and King, for the par- 
jon of all their sins, and the supply of all their wants. 

True Christians have the law of God written in their hearts; in- 

diy delight in it, though they cannot obey it as they would; 
they are then most in their element, and happiest, when they are 
engaged in their religious exercises and holy services. They allow 
of no known sin, and neglect no known duty, but * by the grace of 
God, which bringeth salvation, are taught to deny ungodliness and 
worldly lusts, and to live soberiy, righteously, and godly, in this 
present world.” 
~ Now as far as any man is inwardly conscious that this is his ex- 
perience, these his desires, this his daily aim, his character and con- 
luet, he may be sure that he possesses what no hypocrite ever yet 
tained. And he may be sure that the same distinguishing grace, 
which has wrought this decisive difference, will persevere and per- 
feet its own good work. But, whilst this matter remains doubtful, 
the other cannot be certain; for how can he be sure of perseverance 
who is not sure of conversion? Such should be exhorted to “ give 
diligence, to make their calling and election sure;”? and be encou- 
raged by the promise, that “they who seek shall find.” But let 
them not prematurely grasp at what neither belongs to them, nor 
would yet be profitable to them. Nay, if the established Christian 
grows very slothful, or sinks into allowed sin; by thus weakening 
his evidence of conversion he loses the warranted comfort of this 
doctrine; which, in this case, would operate as a most dangerous 
opiate when stimulants alone are requisite. It is the wise appoint- 
ment of God, that when love declines, fear should rouse the torpid 
soul; and none should counteract this appointment. Is the back- 
slider alarmed and distressed? It is well. Let him “ repent and 
lo his first works,’’ and in due time God will restore his former 
onsolations; but let none encourage themselves in sloth and sin by 
this doctrine, lest, being deceived, they perish with a “ lie in their 
right hand.”’ 

The true believer, then, in the habitual exercise of grace, and 
practice of his duty, is the only person who can warrantably be 
outident of perseverance. Having so fully resolved the first ques- 
ion, the others will more readily be despatched. 

2nd. WiAT NEED HAS THE PERSON ABOVE DESCRIBED OF THIS 
ENCOURAGEMENT, Seeing he may be supposed to be otherwise com- 
lorted ? 

The more a man values spiritual blessings, the greater will be his 
read of losing them. The more conscientious, circumspect, and 
watehful he is, the greater will be his acquaintance with the 
treachery of his own heart, the fascinations of the world, and the 
vtifice of Satan. The falls of others, whom he has preferred far 
velore himself, will much alarm and distress him. He will not 
ways, even when most diligent, walk in light and comfort; and he 
will be conscious of much sloth and evil, though he cause no scandal 
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to the Gospel, nor much bring the reality of his conversion jp; 


doubt. On all these accounts, he will be anxious about the {yyy 


and distressed about the event of the important warfare; even to » ayp 
discouraging of his heart, and the weakening of his hands 


al Some 

time. But this doctrine is sweetly suited to encourage him : vn \ 
mit the keeping of his soul, for the remnant of his days, inty y 4 
hands of a faithful, covenant God, that without distraction he o “a 
attend to his present duty. For the Lord takes pleasure in seojy, one 
his servants joyful in their work, though not in sin and sloth, Bu * 

3rd. In wuar shall they persevere ? . 

Ist. In that state of grace wherein they stand, so as not finally ; ag 
perish, or come short of glory; for their good shepherd shall kee», Frot 
and “none shall pluck them out of his hand,”’ by temptation or per. se 
secution, living or dying. 2d. In an habitual course of holy a nile 
dience, progressively “waxing stronger and stronger,” and bringing mw 
forth fruit more and more even to the end. The former main) - ae 
spects their personal interests; the latter is intimately connected ble 
with the glory of God, and the credit of the Gospel in the world, res 
together with the interests of religion and the salvation of souls: :} 'N 


former is important—the latter infinitely more so.  Self-love aly; B the | 
may influence a man to desire to be saved from misery, and maj 

eternally happy; but nothing short of Divine grace, producing ge. 
nuine love of God, attachment to the cause of godliness, and beneyo. gon 
lence to the souls of men, can render us anxious about the latter. 
To suppose a man awakened and converted, and then returning int som 
the world and sin, and after a long interval, perhaps of many years, chur 
just brought back again to escape hell; and to suppose this a gener | 
and common case, and to accommodate the doctrine to it, is to mak: 
a perseverance pleasing to hypocrites, dishonourable to God, sea- 
dalous to religion, subversive of holy practice, and unsuitable to trv 
Christians, who all long to persevere to the end in increasing holi- 
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ness, and dread sin as the greatest evil, and cannot bear the thoughts ) 
of dishonouring God and being hurtful examples to others, eve Wa 
though they should not be sent to hell for it. A few anomalou few 
cases we may allow of; but the general rule is, a perseverance to Lw- deer 
liness, even to the end. nev 

4th. Finally, now sHALL THIS PERSEVERANCE BE EFFECTED: tuln 

The Lord himself will either, by his continual grace, uphold his the 
people in the uniform holy walk which he requires, daily exercising Chr 
“repentance towards God, faith in our Lord Jesus Christ,” an’ deg 
cheerful universal obedience ; or, if at any time they are left to sie ol 
aside, he will withhold comfort from their souls, rebuke them wid 
his word, chastise them with his rod, till he brings them to repes- ar 
ance, and leads them, “with weeping and supplication,’’ back into ti whi 
forsaken paths of holy obedience. Did it consist with the purpos veal 
and counsel of God to leave a true Christian to depart from him. hen 
and return into the world and sin, and die impenitent, he not 00!) the 
might, but certainly should perish. Our security is, that God hat con 
promised that he will “ put Ais fear into the hearts ”’ of all his t™ ve 
servants, that they shall not thus depart from him. on 

Thus stated and guarded, this doctrine may be of eminent use © nea 
the true Christian, to quicken his diligence, arm him with courag’s 6 
and invigorate his resolution to press forward; to be “steadfast and 


immoveable, always abounding in the work of the Lord, forasmuc' 
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he knows that his labour is not in vain in the Lord.” And if 
“ " rites will abuse it, they do it at their peril. 
oi as Tuomas Scorr. 
—— 

Mr. Eprror, 

\s the Religious Monitor is the only proper organ of the Asso- 
‘ate Chureh in this country, I would respectfully ask leave to make 
on explanation respecting the proceedings of Synod. 

In 1838 I published a series of Miscellaneous Letters, written by 

Layman. At the foot of page 78, it is said “against this decision 
Dr. Ramsey with ten other ministers and two elders protested.” 
From the reading it might appear to apply to a case of appeal just 
jocided, while it was intended to apply to the passage of what is 
walled the new marriage act. ‘This will appear from the minutes of 
seal referred to. Perhaps it is correctly understood, as no one has 

formed me of an error; but, as I perceive the language is suscepti- 
ble of a wrong meaning, to guard against any possible mistake, I have 
Jeemed this explanation necessary. 

Now that the subject is before me, permit me to ask how stands 
the matter respecting this new rule? From 1833 to 1837, inclusive, 
this subject was before Synod, and then suffered to die. It was 
sirely not the intention of Synod to make this new rule a stepping- 


sone to no rule at all, and yet such is the effect. Some persevered 


n opposition to Synodical authority ; others yielded; and now, in 

some parts of the Associate Church, there is an utter disregard of all 
hureh rules on the subject of marriage. 

I just mention the facts, and leave it for others to say whether 


things are as they should be. JAMES Morrow. 


Obituary. 


Dizn—At Lewistown, Pa., on the 21st of October, Mrs. MarTua 
Watrer, in the 83d year of her age. It is not the object of these 
lew remarks needlessly to eulogize the deceased. Her life was, in- 
leed, marked by the development of the most kind, social, and be- 
nevolent feelings, and her humble and unobtrusive piety and faith- 
iulness, amid the varied duties of life, has left a sweet memorial in 
the hearts of surviving friends; yet, it is chiefly on account of a 
Christian firmness and consistency, rarely to be met with in these 
degenerate times, that her memory may justly claim a public tribute 
i respect. It is an example, of which the influence should be 
widely felt. At an early period of her life she made a profession 
religion, in connexion with the Associate Presbyterian church, 
which profession she continued to adorn throughout her lengthened 
years, by a consistent walk and conversation, and by a faithful ad- 
erence to those principles which she knew to be in accordance with 
‘he Divine Word. For more than thirty years before any Associate 
‘ongregation was organized in Lewistown, she was alone in her pro- 
‘ession, enjoying ordinances only occasionally by some passing mi- 

ster, or by an annual attendance on sealing ordinances in the 
‘earest congregation, thirty-three miles distant. Her patient wait- 
"g,1n well-doing, was ultimately rewarded. She lived to see and en- 
oy, for a number of years, the fellowship of a settled congregation. 

‘tmemory will long be cherished with fond regret as a mother in 

wwel,and her name be mentioned with respect, by all who value 
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Christian integrity. Christian firmness and gentleness characterize, 
her life, resignation and faith beautified her death. A covenant God 
will never forsake his own. If professors are called, in Divine Pro. 
vidence, to reside in places where they are deprived of Ordinances 
agreeable to their profession, instead of falling in with prevailing 
corruptions, let them remain firm, and the Great Head of Zion may 
yet make them the germ of a future congregation. _ If clearly in the 
way of duty in residing in such places, we have reason to ‘believe 
God will send the Gospel to his own. 


—_>_—S— 


To Corresponpents.—“A Father’s Advice to his Children,” 


though dated in November last, has only recently come to hand, and 


will probably be inserted in the present volume. The Answer to 
the question—“ Should a person baptized by one who is destitute of 
Ministerial Authority be re-baptized?”’’ did not reach us in seasop 
for the present number. It will appear in the next. Our corre. 
spondent E. is informed that we have not room to enter on the in. 
vestigation of “Old Testament Servitude”’ in the present volume: 
but if spared and permitted, in the providence of God, to go on with 
another volume, as we hope, a discussion of that question will be 
admitted into the pages of the Monitor. “Further Remarks op 
Voluntary Associations” in the next number. The “Catholic 
Claim” is published as an article of intelligence. The contest a- 
pears to be between “ Popery”’ and “ No Religion.” 
—>— 


Socrat Corruption.—* Moral disease of a deadly dangerous na. 
ture has overspread the land. Witness the chicanery of the law; 
the frauds and impositions in every branch of trade, and the aggre 
vation of our commercial iniquity, as connected with the colonial 
system. Because of swearing, profligacy, drunkenness, and Sabbati- 
breaking, the land mourneth. Impurity and prostitution have av- 
fully increased, and are still increasing. Infidelity, worldly-minded- 
ness, antinomianism, hypocrisy, fanaticism, and a false liberality, 
ever ready to sacrifice the authority of revelation at the shrine ol 
human reason, clearly indicate that the power of vital religion has 
obviously declined, and impiety seems coming in like a flood— 
Where is that deep penitent spirit, that holy zeal for Christ, that 
entire separation from the world, and the dread of its spirit and 
maxims, lest the heart should not be right with God, which so emi- 
nently distinguished our holy men in former times?”— Thorpe. 


—> 


Stans or TuE Trmes.—*“ The concussions of the nations—the s- 
multaneous shaking of the Ottoman and Papal empires—the props 
gation of the gospel beyond the limits of the western Roman empitt 
—the state of feeling and excitement in the Jewish nation—the in- 
fidel insensibility of the world—and the death-like slumbers of the 
chureh—the midnight cry which has recently been raised, and is 
now ringing in the ears of the infidel world, and the sleeping church 
—all indicate that the mysterious 1260 years have nearly run oul 
their course.’’— Thorpe. 
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* James P, Miller, takes ‘hid soioa i ‘sagaies bis i acknowledgments to _ 
those brethren, and friends, who have kindly acted as agents for the sale and cir 
lation of his ‘Sxereuss, &c + and to reqquest them touse all diligence Practicable, tobe 
ready to close their accounts, at the mext meeting of Synod, He would aiso take _ 
this opportunity to state, that after that time, the price on books remaining un- 
sold, will be inereased 25 cents per copy. ‘Thio bas become necessary to cover the 
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